From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Stanley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 30, 2015 5:26:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Stanley
316 Ely Blvd. South
Petaluma, CA 94954
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jana williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 30, 2015 2:52:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jana williams
2312 walnut st
bellingham, WA 98225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachael Rocamora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 11:54:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachael Rocamora
3019 Branderwood Dr.
Greensboro, NC 27406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stefi Burkhard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 9:57:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stefi Burkhard
765 Camino Magnifico
San Marcos, CA 92069
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosemary Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 8:25:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosemary Rodriguez
643 Keats ST
San Antonio, TX 78214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mauricio carvajal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 8:14:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mauricio carvajal
viento norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583
CL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D.M. Hunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 5:55:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D.M. Hunter
8511 Pamunkey Rd
Spotsylvania, VA 22551
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brandon Becker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 4:26:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brandon Becker
401 Applecross Drive
Cary, NC 27511
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hunter Klapperich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 4:24:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hunter Klapperich
612 park avenue
Stanley, WI 54768
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alek Hyra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 3:42:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alek Hyra
6314 Alberta St
Springfield, VA 22152
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Simle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 2:58:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Simle
3871 Clay St
Colorado, CO 80211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecile Lemay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 2:41:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecile Lemay
564 King Geo Blvd
Surrey, BC V3T 5B7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arlene Zuckerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 1:21:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arlene Zuckerman
9918 66th Avenue
Rego Park, NY 11374
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aldora Perez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 10:45:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aldora Perez
1101 Queen Anne Ave. N. Apt.302
Seattle, WA 98109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Waller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 9:59:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Waller
6232 W. Holbrook
Chicago, IL 60646
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lily Maisky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 9:15:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lily Maisky
Rue de Suisse
Brussels, ot 1060
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geraldine Ring
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 8:18:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Geraldine Ring
Brussels
NY, NY 12345
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kaye Porter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 8:11:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kaye Porter
2253 Loma Rica Circle
Prescott, AZ 86303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicholas Schaper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 8:08:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Schaper
690 Bethel Rd Nw
Conyers, GA 30012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniel Mink
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 7:57:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniel Mink
2307 Ionoff Road
Harrisburg, PA 17110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PATRICK BOOT
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 6:09:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
PATRICK BOOT
4130 Beaver Brooke
Dallas, TX 75229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick Vogelsong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 5:56:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patrick Vogelsong
443 W Penn St.
Carlisle, PA 17013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yashoda Jorda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 3:43:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yashoda Jorda
7921 Clinton St, apt. 4, Los Angeles, CA
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olga Troyan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 2:51:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Olga Troyan
Tole bi 9-b
Taraz, ot 080048
KZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dolores moreno
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 2:43:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
dolores moreno
mercurio
madrid, NC 28032
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Claussen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 1:56:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Claussen
405 East Cedar Street
Brandon, SD 57005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Rankin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 12:45:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Rankin
111 NW 11th
Corvallis, OR 97330
AM

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alissa Ray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 12:22:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alissa Ray
77 1/2 Brevard Road
Asheville, NC 28806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathi Ridgway
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 11:25:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathi Ridgway
157 PHEASANT LN#PL157
Pickerington, OH 43147
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lorrie Edmonson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:55:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lorrie Edmonson
1107 Fair Oaks Ave
CA, CA 91030
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Davila
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:50:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Davila
Gertrudis 20
PR, PR 00911
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Sunfire
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:44:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Sunfire
1255 Dove Street
Lakeland, FL 33812
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Macomber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:24:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Macomber
74 King St #2
Scarborough, ME 04074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kitrina Lisiewski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 9:22:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kitrina Lisiewski
270 Federal Road
New Jersey, NJ 08831
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Bravmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 8:12:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Bravmann
285 W Onwentsia Rd
Lake Forest, IL 60045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

debra poscharscky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:47:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
debra poscharscky
16005 east burnside street
portland, OR 97233
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Angotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:41:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Angotti
21330 Leiter st
Hagerstown, MD 21742
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karie williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:34:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karie williams
14554 N 87th Drive
Peoria, AZ 85381
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chad Lemons
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:19:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chad Lemons
3077 Santa Cruz ave
Queen Creek, AZ 85326
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Danielle Pirotte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:13:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Danielle Pirotte
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré, ot 4120
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Armistead, M.D.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 6:49:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Armistead, M.D.
15 North Dr
FL, FL 33037
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Cumberledge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 6:48:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Ednergy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dan Cumberledge
11273 Seacrist RD
Salem, OH 44460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

judith valdes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 6:26:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
judith valdes
los robles 41
san juan, PR 00926
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Bow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 6:18:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslie Bow
8500 N Rancho Catalina Ave
Oro Valley, AZ 85704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erika Klein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 6:07:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erika Klein
22 Broadview Dr
Rhode Island, RI 02806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Sprecher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:57:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Sprecher
6033 S Apache Rose Trl
Hereford, AZ 85615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

aviva shliselberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:42:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
aviva shliselberg
98-40 64th avenue
rego park, NY 11374
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauri Moon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:40:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauri Moon
2210 Division Rd
Williamsport, PA 17701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AD
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:34:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AD
414 Orchard Dr
Burbank, CA 91506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Peters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator!
Thursday, October 15, 2015 3:20:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Sarah Peters
6070 California Circle Apt 208
Rockville, MD 20852
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Valerugo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 2:44:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Valerugo
Palatine
Chicago, IL 60654
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Chance
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 1:46:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherry Chance
3286 Colchester Cir
Lebanon, TN 37087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Griggs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 1:11:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Griggs
956 Maple Ave
Carpinteria, CA 93013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Leonis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 12:49:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Leonis
8176 Wycliffe Dr.
Cincinnati, OH 45244
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rita Wolff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 11:36:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rita Wolff
Jordanstrasse
Hannover, ot 30173
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kirill Gillespie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 11:29:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kirill Gillespie
17525 Stoney Point Rd
Granger, IN 46530
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy McComb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:27:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandy McComb
04933 Cecilia Dr. Apt. 501
South Haven, MI 49090
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Barker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:07:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Barker
936 W. Foothill Blvd., Apt#9
California, CA 91702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

natali kitaeva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 9:34:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
natali kitaeva
I.Rabina
Odessa, ot 65072
UA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Benoît Cobut
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 8:50:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Benoît Cobut
Rue de la Plage
Fosses-la-Ville, ot 5070
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Goran Abramic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 7:12:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Goran Abramic
B.J.jela?i?a 87
Valpovo, ot 31550
HR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monika Huber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 5:49:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monika Huber
Springergasse 6
Vienna, ot A-1020
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:47:13 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
María del C Rivera
PO Box 9267
Carolina, PR 00988maricrivera@hotmail.com
(787) 479-8627

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:46:54 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
María del C Rivera
PO Box 9267
Carolina, PR 00988maricrivera@hotmail.com
(787) 479-8627

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:35:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Fischer
2514 Sharmar Rd.
Roanoke, VA 24018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 4:34:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Fischer
2514 Sharmar Rd.
Roanoke, VA 24018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 15, 2015 1:57:28 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
jorshayra mercado
calle durcal 579 urb open land
San Juan, PR 00923joshy.tangerine@gmail.com
(787) 241-6617

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Demetrios E. Lekkas PhD
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 1:33:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Demetrios E. Lekkas PhD
Mouson 13
Kifisia, ot 14563
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samuel Valdez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 15, 2015 12:54:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Samuel Valdez
123 Main St
San Francisco, CA 94105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:19:01 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Zacha Ortiz Correa
Com la dolores calle chile 62a
Rio grande, PR 00745zacha.oc@gmail.com
7872996345

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna J
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:18:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna J
101 county rd 2
ON, ON K0L 1B0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:18:46 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Zacha Ortiz Correa
Com la dolores calle chile 62a
Rio grande, PR 00745zacha.oc@gmail.com
7872996345

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:18:46 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Zacha Ortiz Correa
Com la dolores calle chile 62a
Rio grande, PR 00745zacha.oc@gmail.com
7872996345

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hugh Havlik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:16:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hugh Havlik
1422 Aken Street
FL, FL 33952
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shannon Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:02:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shannon Taylor
5316 w Janet ct
IL, IL 61607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 8:39:27 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Damaris Chico
San Jose #7
Camuy, PR 00627damarischico@yahoo.com
(787) 544-6037

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Zucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 8:12:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Zucker
749 West End Av
NY, NY 10025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

bob nebel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 8:09:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
bob nebel
5613 s 159th st
omaha, NE 68135
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 7:52:31 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Myraida De Jesus
Paseo Santa Barbara #67
Gurabo, PR 00778myraidadejesus@gmail.com
(787) 286-7378

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

brad holmes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 7:49:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
brad holmes
6801 Bluffridge Lane
Indianapolis, IN 46278
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darlene Kramer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 4:51:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. This is a 19 Century solution. The
incinerator would cause significant environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating
the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darlene Kramer
21 s 20 st
Belleville, IL 62226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helen Engledow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 4:46:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helen Engledow
18330 Wards Ferry Rd #62
Sonora, CA 95370
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catia Pafumi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:58:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catia Pafumi
Monte Flores 7324
Rosario, ot 200
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:55:46 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Michelle Campi
1060 ave Ashford apt 4b
san juan, PR 00907benjerry@me.com
(787) 504-1512

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Travis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:51:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terry Travis
91-999 La'aulu St
Ewa Beach, HI 96706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Glenn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:50:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Glenn
326 Harmony
Plainwell, MI 49080
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barb Travis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:50:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barb Travis
91-999 La'aulu St
Ewa Beach, HI 96706
AL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Megan Rubino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:44:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Megan Rubino
10200 Shore Front Pkwy
Rockaway Park, NY 11694
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

A Athavale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:00:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
A Athavale
1114 n Stafford st
Arlington, VA 22201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 1:40:28 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Cristina Galan
121 Ave Atlantico
Arecibo, PR 00612cristina_galan@hotmail.com
(787) 879-3644

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Neumann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 1:39:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Neumann
Graugasse 1
Zornheim, ot 55270
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dr. Charlie Beil
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 1:03:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dr. Charlie Beil
18 Colston Dale
Bristol, ot bs16 1ts
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:52:52 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Cruz
POBox 5140
Aguadilla, PR 00605nessie_756@hotmail.com
(787) 868-3920

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:47:02 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Diana Ortiz Torres
439 San Lino Sagrado Corazon
San Juan, PR 00926dianaortiztorres@aol.com
(939) 475-9107

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Redding CPA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:10:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Redding CPA
POB 784
La Plata, MD 20646
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:04:32 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Nicole González Márquez
3366 Paseo Calma
Toa Baja, PR 00949alohanicolemahalo@gmail.com
(928) 366-8161

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:58:10 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Arnaldo Rosario
PO box 10000 suite 093
Cayey, PR 00737drarosario@aol.com
(787) 263-8466

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marian Vargas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:57:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marian Vargas
1521 Ocean Ave Apt 7C
NY, NY 11230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tristan Stayduhar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:42:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tristan Stayduhar
419 Roup Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15232
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keary Missler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:36:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keary Missler
Amston Dr
Dublin, OH 43017
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Carlson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:18:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Carlson
8123 San Benito Way
DALLAS, TX 75218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:12:01 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Josabel Calderon
P.Ok box 1005
Canovanas, PR 00729jetzagirl@yahoo.com
78793084836

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jelvehnaz Mirzababaei
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 11:02:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jelvehnaz Mirzababaei
500 Stamford Dr
Newark, DE 19711
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Sanford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:29:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Sanford
208 Fraser Park
Orleans, ON k1e1k1
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:21:45 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Coral Avilés
PMB 173 405 Ave. Esmeralda Ste. 2
Guaynabo, PR 00969coralaviles@yahoo.com
(787) 586-3545

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:10:47 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jorge Schmidt
Ciudad Jardin Juncos 406 Melao
Juncos, PR 00777jorgeschmidt@mac.com
(787) 620-0688

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DD Gamble
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 10:01:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DD Gamble
5405 Nicole Dr.
Waxhaw, NC 28173
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:57:39 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Laura Martinez
P.O Box 361641
San Juan, PR 00936l.mercedes.89@gmail.com
(787) 614-7094

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:45:21 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Mariela Garcia
602 Ave Fernandez Juncos
box 2300, PR 00907garciadavilamd@gmail.com
7876362309

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:45:19 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Mariela Garcia
602 Ave Fernandez Juncos
box 2300, PR 00907garciadavilamd@gmail.com
7876362309

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Bristow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 9:25:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gloria Bristow
167 St Johns
Congleton, ot CXW122EH
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mercedes Benet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 8:29:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mercedes Benet
2440 La Costa Ave.
Carlsbad, CA 92009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Mouldin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 7:31:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Mouldin
6026 Lake Ruth Dr. W.
Dundee, FL 33838
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

joy aclupen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 5:11:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
joy aclupen
35 chase avenue, apt.3E
yonkers, NY 10703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria D Wagenheim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 4:37:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria D Wagenheim
747 Valley St # 3-0
Maplewood, NJ 07040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Heiartz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 4:20:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Heiartz
7859 Monument Drive
OR, OR 97526
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edeltraut Renk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 2:34:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edeltraut Renk
Montecaminetto
Sacrofano, ot 00060
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Priebe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 1:23:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Priebe
14069 south Lincoln Way
Galt, CA 95632
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Tabin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:29:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Tabin
720w 5200N
Park City, UT 84098
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jocelyne lapointe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:28:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jocelyne lapointe
31 des corbières
OH, OH 44334
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vicki Gruman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:04:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vicki Gruman
27553 Weston Drive
California, CA 91354
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Brodsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 14, 2015 12:01:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Brodsky
15978 Cleviden Rd
East Cleveland, OH 44112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Cook
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:50:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Cook
P.O. Box 3037
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Gould-Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:20:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Gould-Martin
Bard College
New York, NY 12504
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Castellano-Usery
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:19:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Castellano-Usery
29 Chamberlain Ave
Brunswick, ME 04011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Ibsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:52:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Ibsen
703 Union St
Stevens Point, WI 54481
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beth Ryan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:07:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beth Ryan
1563 Oakways
Wayzata, MN 55391
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sharon bourgeois
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 9:19:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sharon bourgeois
29 stonecrest dr
limington, ME 04049
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosemaru Murray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 8:39:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosemaru Murray
508 Washington
Royersford, PA 19468
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Lewis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:45:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Lewis
11336 Jefferson Rd
Osceola, IN 46561
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LB
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:14:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LB
Cambidge
Cambridge, ot CB2 1RL
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L. Watchempino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:31:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L. Watchempino
P.O. Box 407
Pueblo of Acoma, NM 87034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martin Lemos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:20:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martin Lemos
Caroubans,11
A Coruña, ot 15864
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Guadalupe Gamallo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:19:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Guadalupe Gamallo
Caroubans,11
A Coruña, ot 15864
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeanene Gilmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:55:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeanene Gilmore
4417 Twin Pine Drive NE
Cedar Rapids, IA 52402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Perolina Fernandes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:42:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Perolina Fernandes
200 - 1333 West Broadway
Vancovuer, BC V6H 4C6
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Sampsell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:58:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Sampsell
180 West Craig Hill Drive
Rochester, NY 14626
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Hieber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:52:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Hieber
Steinerstr. 3
Memmingen, ot 87700
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ana María Valencia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:51:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ana María Valencia
Andrés bello 3349
Calama, ot 55
CL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Randy Tashjian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:48:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Randy Tashjian
1274 North Crescent Heights Boulevard
California, CA 90046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Gebczyk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:26:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Gebczyk
610 4th St
Niagara Falls, NY 14301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terri David
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:04:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terri David
404 Harbor Drive S
Venice, FL 34285
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Nestor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:58:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mike Nestor
4640 288th
Toledo, OH 43611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Blain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:57:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
It's incredible that anyone would propose such a project, given the climate crisis. They are either unbelievably
ignorant or very evil.
Sincerely,
Susan Blain
156 Vernon Street
Gardner, MA 01440
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vesna Cajnko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:42:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vesna Cajnko
Cesta v Rožno dolino 7
Ljubljana, ot 1000
SI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron Novack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:19:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aaron Novack
700 E Mesquite Circle
Arizona, AZ 85281
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

bernadette cuellar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:07:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
bernadette cuellar
4, Chemin du Garrigot
NÉVIAN, ot 11200
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Bills
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:04:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Bills
1124 Elm Avenue
California, CA 95667
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

A Marts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 2:46:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
A Marts
2849 Sha Ln
Eureka, CA 95501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Isobel Craig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 2:33:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Isobel Craig
82 Torrisdale st Queens Park
State *, ot G42 8PH
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sara Leonard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 2:23:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sara Leonard
8 Misty Way
Falmouth, ME 04105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tasha Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 2:13:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tasha Moore
460 Krameria St
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Davinia Bleijenberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 1:24:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Davinia Bleijenberg
M. M. de Llano 1506
Monterrey, ot 64000
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Simonetta Stevanato
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 1:21:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Simonetta Stevanato
Via G. Leopardi
Ghedi (BS), ot 25016
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathie Kingett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 1:13:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathie Kingett
807 west road
La Habra Hts, CA 90631
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Evinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 1:04:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Evinger
1300 Mohr Rd.
Evansville, IN 47720
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tara wheeler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:48:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tara wheeler
2915 Huntermill Rd.
Oakton, VA 22124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iveta Pohrancova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:32:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Iveta Pohrancova
Nabrezie Dr. A. Stodolu 1567/1
Liptovsky Mikulas, ot 03101
SK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

silvi davis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:22:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
There must be an end to this kind of thing.
Sincerely,
silvi davis
6405 Auburn
va beach, VA 23464
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brice Emanuelli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:49:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brice Emanuelli
Mikkel Vibes Gade 3
Copenhagen, ot 1417
DK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenny Eshjey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:37:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jenny Eshjey
31, Jalan Jernih
Choose a State, ot 14000
MY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chad Van Dam
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:35:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chad Van Dam
652 E 7th Ave
Durango, CO 81301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debora Johannsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:51:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debora Johannsen
Krefelder Str 87
Cologne, ot 50670
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kate Nielsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:40:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kate Nielsen
4693 Grand Haven Ln
IN, IN 46280
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ginny Chin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:37:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ginny Chin
3210 Pine St
Martinez, CA 94553
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adam Pastula
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:23:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adam Pastula
8130 Kincross Drive
Boulder, CO 80301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valeria Agoitia Fonseca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:01:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valeria Agoitia Fonseca
Paseo de Amsterdam #248
Querétaro, ot 76190
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sieglinda Du Preez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 9:56:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sieglinda Du Preez
15 Plymouth Drive
None, ot 5200
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chiara Panigada
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 9:44:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chiara Panigada
g. cesare
Bergamo, ot 24100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Mader
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 9:26:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terry Mader
4416 Garden Dr.
Texas, TX 76001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Ehrenhaft
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 8:56:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Ehrenhaft
17525 N Breckenridge Ln
Mount Vernon, IL 62864
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tomasz Nakonieczny
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 8:05:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tomasz Nakonieczny
Topograficzna 8
Warszawa, ot 00-910
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Mackiewicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:51:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Mackiewicz
708 Capstan Avenue
Beachwood, NJ 08722
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christina pafitis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:50:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christina pafitis
crayford crescent
mt pritchard, ot 2170
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanja Lepikkö
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:42:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanja Lepikkö
Furugatan 4 C
Smålandsstenar, ot 33332
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

patsy van cleemput
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 7:05:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
patsy van cleemput
zwaluwlaan 28/1
ternat, ot 1742
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Skaife
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:54:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Skaife
201 California Avenue
Oak Ridge, TN 37830
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luca Giannoni
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:50:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luca Giannoni
via Puccini 289
Calenzano, ot 50041
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Justice
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 6:46:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Justice
210 Silver Circle
Warner Robins, GA 31093
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annette Waddington
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:56:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annette Waddington
8 Redcliff Close
None, ot YO11 3RG
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shawn Lockwood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:56:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shawn Lockwood
240 W 300 N
Smithfield, UT 84335
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

viviane vanbuggenhout
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:46:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
viviane vanbuggenhout
av vandervelde 105
Brussels, ot B-1200
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Nelson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:10:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Nelson
1484 Willow Lake Dr
Atlanta, GA 30329
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martina Kallies
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:58:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martina Kallies
Akazienstr.26
Saterland, ot 26683
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ana santamaria
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:46:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ana santamaria
doctor ferran
valencia, ot 46021
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Vocino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:31:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Vocino
Alte Molkerei 5
Neustadt, ot 31535
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alyssa Caralla
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:29:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alyssa Caralla
4290 Suva Pl
Dulles, VA 20189
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Vocino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 3:08:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Vocino
Alte Molkerei 5
Neustadt, ot 31535
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Palladine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 1:03:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Palladine
471 E Tahquitz Canyon Way
CA, CA 92262
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Benardo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:30:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Benardo
16612 Graham Place
Huntington Beach, CA 92649
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:16:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Johnson
13816-140th St. W.
IL, IL 61284
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Cozart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:36:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erin Cozart
5009 McDade Dr
TX, TX 78735
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sabrina Guerrero
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:33:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sabrina Guerrero
1219 Paloma Avenue Unit 1
Burlingame, CA 94010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jennifer vaca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:19:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jennifer vaca
4310 sw 134 Avenue
Miami, FL 33175
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Kuge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:37:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Kuge
2488 Monette Drive
San Diego, CA 92123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Bobb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:36:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Bobb
47 NW 100 Ter
Miami, FL 33150
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Stennes-Rogness
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:33:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Stennes-Rogness
6443 Fawn Lane
Lino Lakes, MN 55014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Rosenblum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:30:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Rosenblum
212 Santa Rita Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:57:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I strongly urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Brown
105 Marlboro Rd.
Pittsburgh, PA 15238
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angie Grosland Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:51:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angie Grosland Jones
4232 Pavlov Avenue
CA, CA 92122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jodi niemeyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:46:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jodi niemeyer
1156 lorraine avenue
waterloo, IA 50702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Fournier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:42:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Fournier
P.O. Box 298
Bruderheim, AB T0B 0S0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RP
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:37:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RP
12522 lake whitney
san antonio, TX 78253
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phyllis Chavez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:19:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Chavez
2112 Ocean Park Blvd., #5
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ms. Linda A. Heath
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:57:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ms. Linda A. Heath
12112 Indian Hollow Rd
OH, OH 44044
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Knopers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:50:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherry Knopers
3450 9 Mile NW
Sparta, MI 49345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jorge Marques
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:49:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jorge Marques
Rua Quinta da Comenda, 239 - 3º dtº frente
None, ot 00000
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J. Holley Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:30:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J. Holley Taylor
PO Box 1987
Penn Valley, CA 95946
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monique Guggino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:29:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monique Guggino
15104 Brushwood Dr
FL, FL 33624
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Randy Harper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:11:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Randy Harper
P.O. Box 7592
Saipan, MP 96950
MP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Highers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:05:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Highers
290 Dawn Lane
Mary Esther, FL 32569
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Quirk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:17:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Quirk
147 Avenue A #2R
New York, NY 10009
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karen brant
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:13:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karen brant
1112 Cole Street
CA, CA 94117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claire Chambers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:57:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claire Chambers
38118 Calle Quedo
Murrieta, CA 92563
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ming Ong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:34:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ming Ong
1907 Misty Woods Dr
Duluth, GA 30097
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Beauchamp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:34:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Beauchamp
5239 Hahns Peak Drive, Apt. 102
Loveland, CO 80538
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Blackburn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:30:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Blackburn
2563 Kensington Way
Elizabethtown, KY 42701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Sandoval
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:12:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Sandoval
438 Ridgecrest Ave
Los Alamos, NM 87544
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Liesl Okuda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:03:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Liesl Okuda
25120 Steinbeck Avenue
Stevenson Ranch, CA 91381
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Bossert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:57:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Bossert
2225 Witter Gulch Rd.
Evergreen, CO 80439
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fracmarie Maldonado Diaz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:56:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fracmarie Maldonado Diaz
Barrio Gato
Orocovis, PR 00720
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Gardner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:36:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Gardner
3708 S Marshall Drive
Independence, MO 64055
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roland Goyette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:12:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roland Goyette
782 E 9990 S
Sandy, UT 84094
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Griffin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 4:14:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Griffin
1211 Seven Hills Dr
Mobile, AL 36695
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jim Finn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 4:06:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jim Finn
3455 Creighton Ridge Road
Cazadero, CA 95421
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Shourds Gulbranson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:57:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Shourds Gulbranson
487 Haddon Ave Apt B
New Jersey, NJ 08108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniel Zizza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:51:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniel Zizza
7727 9th Ave NW
Washington, WA 98117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mathew Christianson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:34:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mathew Christianson
9240 SW 209th Terrace
Florida, FL 33189
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

willem kom
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:04:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
willem kom
goeman borgesiusstraat 92
None, ot 9602vd
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Loftus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:47:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
As a scientist who has working on the island, I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers'
proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service
should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener
ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide
more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services
for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Loftus
5600 dominica
Vero Beach, FL 32967
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathy schroeder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:30:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathy schroeder
6638 31st ave
kenosha, WI 53142
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kierstin Masse
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:28:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kierstin Masse
11358 White Bay Lane
Jacksonville, FL 32225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leah Olson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:25:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leah Olson
756 Page Street
San Francisco, CA 94117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L. Olson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:24:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L. Olson
225 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Adabashi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:14:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Adabashi
1201 E La Loma Ave.
Somis, CA 93066
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Zickur
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:10:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Zickur
22901 Co Rd 24 NW
Evansville, MN 56326
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Furlong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:02:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Furlong
9101 RUE DE GODBOUT #101
Lasalle, QC H8R 2H8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary A Leon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 1:23:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary A Leon
5 Loop Street
San Antonio, TX 78212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanya Koester-Radmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 1:04:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanya Koester-Radmann
10649 Point Pleasant Rd
Chisago City, MN 55013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Guarino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:57:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Guarino
26 Ashley Street
East Boston, MA 02128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terri Fulton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:37:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terri Fulton
2968 Croftdon Street
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lilia Tiemi Saito
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:28:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lilia Tiemi Saito
Shizuoka Ken Shimizu ku Nagasaki 339
Shizuoka, AK 0240065
JP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Capri Sims
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:26:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Capri Sims
2 West Berry Court
TX, TX 76513
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D.M. Hunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:23:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D.M. Hunter
8511 Pamunkey Road
Spotsylvania, VA 22551
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Cohn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:23:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Cohn
2037 Silver Crest Drive
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hilarey Benda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:22:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hilarey Benda
1142 S Clark Dr
CA, CA 90035
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber Haseltine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:15:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber Haseltine
2738 n wilton avenue
IL, IL 60614
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:38:34 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Natalia Maisonet
Rainier 517 Monaco III
Manati, PR 00674nusurika@gmail.com
(787) 378-7819

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniela Molnar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:32:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniela Molnar
1845 SE Elliott Ave
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Bixler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 11:16:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alan Bixler
20 Roberts Rd.
New Mexico, NM 87047
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maryanna Skowronski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:35:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maryanna Skowronski
512 Hickory Ave
Bel Air, MD 21014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rhonda Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:27:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rhonda Johnson
240 Rainwater Drive
Aylett, VA 23009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

shannon donaho
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:26:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
shannon donaho
8187 university blvd
clive, IA 50325
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roberta Thurmond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:16:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roberta Thurmond
6626 Hillbrook Lane
Hixson, TN 37343
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Tuman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 10:02:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Tuman
3944 River Road
North Topsail Beach, NC 28460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ANN LITTLE
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:43:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ANN LITTLE
2316 Garland Dr
Vestavis Hills, AL 35216
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

medo gozdni
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:22:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
medo gozdni
medvedova pot
None, ot 1000
SI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Gentes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:21:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Gentes
505 Upland Place
SC, SC 29464
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Justin Lotak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:18:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Justin Lotak
419 E Main St
Charlottesville, VA 22902
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rhonda lawford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:16:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
rhonda lawford
50 lake st po box 220
IL, IL 60474
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:10:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
FL, FL 34715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

R. Brent Palmer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:09:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
R. Brent Palmer
1384 Courthouse Rd
VA, VA 22963
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Theresa Galante
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:06:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Theresa Galante
752 102nd Ave N
Naples, FL 34108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ekaterina Kostina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 9:05:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ekaterina Kostina
2
N CH, ot 423827
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amitav Dash
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:44:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amitav Dash
Hasler Crescent
Ontario, ON N1L 0A2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amitav Dash
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:44:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amitav Dash
Hasler Crescent
Ontario, ON N1L 0A2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terrica Durbin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:37:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terrica Durbin
445 W Blount Ave
TN, TN 37920
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Misa Cajnko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:31:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Misa Cajnko
Jana husa 96
None, ot 1000
SI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suneet Srivastava
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:29:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suneet Srivastava
100 Logan Avenue
Ontario, ON M4M2M8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniela Rossi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 8:21:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniela Rossi
Via Roma, 15
Idaho, ot 00040
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

r.a. szumal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:53:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
r.a. szumal
7730 Kedvale
IL, IL 60076
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jet Asha
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:52:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jet Asha
6 green st
Malibu, CA 90263
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Zoe Quinn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:31:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Zoe Quinn
194 Federal Street
Salem, MA 01970
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Banwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:29:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Banwell
316 Ford Rd
Howell, NJ 07731
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vanessa Perez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 7:29:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Perez
Calle 11 I-10 Villa Nueva
Caguas, PR 00727
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Grosh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 6:51:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Grosh
12 Whittlers Ridge
Pittsford, NY 14534
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Breznay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:55:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Breznay
136a Braemar Avenue
London, ot NW10 0DP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Howard Hassman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:48:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Howard Hassman
52 Clark St.,4G
Brooklyn, NY 11201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tal ivgi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:47:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tal ivgi
aliza begin 24
ashdod, ot 77737
IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sara Garcia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:44:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sara Garcia
61 St.Marys Grove
Swindon, ot SN2 1QD
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Toczylowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 5:13:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Toczylowski
7370 Normandie Ct
MO, MO 63042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

theresa digiannantoni
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:43:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
theresa digiannantoni
po box 307145
columbus, OH 43230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terrell Rodefer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:30:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terrell Rodefer
13609 Valerio Street, Unit B
Van Nuys, CA 91405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Carlon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:18:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Carlon
2902 W Curry St
Chandler, AZ 85224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosanna Gianfrancesco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:13:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosanna Gianfrancesco
Contrada Taiano n 32
AR, AR 64010
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DP
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 3:05:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DP
3
F, FL 33301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Sellers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:29:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Sellers
3901 Clayton Rd.#66
Concord, CA 94521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

B. Conelley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 2:26:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
B. Conelley
No Way
Frederick, MD 21701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslee Eldard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:48:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslee Eldard
10556 Reeds Landing Cir
Burke, VA 22015
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Simone Oliver
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:47:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Simone Oliver
1436 Lorraine way
Santa rosa, CA 95404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Niall Carroll
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:33:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Niall Carroll
3991 Franklin Ave.
Astoria, OR 97103
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Heikkinen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:24:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Heikkinen
3713 N. 84th St.
Milwaukee, WI 53222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Petro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:20:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Petro
6237 N.18th Road
Arlington, VA 22205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jaylen Schmitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:18:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jaylen Schmitt
2407 NE Mason
Portland, OR 97211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sara Eisner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 12, 2015 12:11:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sara Eisner
Adelaide
Adelaide, ot 5000
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda petrulias
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:52:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
linda petrulias
23 silvia drive
Cazadero, CA 95421
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Petty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:49:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Petty
1131 Castlewood Dr
Pueblo, CO 81003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

maylyn RODRIGUEZ
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:45:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
maylyn RODRIGUEZ
5584 NW 200 LN
MIAMI GARDENS, FL 33055
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kimberly Spiegel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:42:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Spiegel
1009 Shirley Ave
VA, VA 23507
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Mccabe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:33:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Mccabe
19 St.Regis Street
CT, CT 06108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dehra Iverson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:16:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dehra Iverson
2237 Raleigh Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer formoso
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:09:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer formoso
3419suter st
oakland, CA 94602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nando a.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:59:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
the ignorance of men is the enemy of mama nature
why is it that the most educated people commit the worst crimes against nature and humanity?
men has turn earth into a painful place for all living beings...when you do wrong nothing goes unpunished
Stop the war against the environment by men
I blame you for being cruel
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nando a.
16625 kent des moines rd
des moines, WA 98198
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Holly Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:13:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Holly Smith
2145 Sabine St
Huntington, IN 46802
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gail Wilke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:04:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gail Wilke
10941 walnut dr
Sunland, CA 91040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Carr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:01:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Carr
10016 E Ave S6
CA, CA 93543
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Brush
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:48:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim Brush
PO Box 28158
Scottsdale, AZ 85254
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Brueder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:44:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Brueder
510 N Jackson St
GLENDALE, CA 91206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda turcotte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:34:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
linda turcotte
121 1iere rue ST-FABIEN
rimouski, QC G0L 2Z0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ed Carter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:29:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ed Carter
208 marttala
Winlock, WA 98596
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerry Manning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:28:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerry Manning
623 Clement ST.
Joliet, IL 60435
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:15:58 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Segundo Melendez
PO box 5785
Caguas, PR 00726sdomelendez@hotmail.com
(787) 653-8733

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:14:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Peterson
1105 College Ave.
Houghton, MI 49931
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lajeanne Leveton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:13:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lajeanne Leveton
1972 Woodlake Drive
Fleming Island, FL 32003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronda Reynolds
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:02:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ronda Reynolds
57 Pheasant Run Road
Waterboro, ME 04030
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Wick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:46:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Wick
1247 Garden Circle
Cincinnati, OH 45215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J. Moreira
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:31:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J. Moreira
Box 343
Rhode Island, RI 02806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Stuhaan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:26:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandy Stuhaan
1420 Pinto St
CA, CA 93555
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecil Corwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:24:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecil Corwin
Jones St
San Francisco, CA 94102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Turco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:10:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Turco
18855 Leroy St
Southgate, MI 48195
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paulo Nührich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 7:52:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paulo Nührich
Rua Felicissimo de Azevedo n}770 ap. 401
Porto Alegre - RS, ot 90540 110
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Foster Boone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 7:33:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Foster Boone
25200 Sawyers Bar Rd
Etna, CA 96027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

C. Williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 7:30:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
C. Williams
1490 Jason Lee Ave.
Cottage Grove, OR 97424
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

F S Grassia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 6:38:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
F S Grassia
2912 Von Doolen Ct
Pinole, CA 94564
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Barrett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 6:08:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Barrett
Main Street
Northampton, ot NN74SX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TG
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 6:06:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
TG
44 ludlow
Wharton, NJ 07885
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yvonne Maggio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 6:01:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yvonne Maggio
5812 North 12 Street #29
Arizona, AZ 85014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Devon J
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:50:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Devon J
5555 SW Nowhere St
Portland, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Deeks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:45:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Deeks
412 Pitt
sydney, ot 2000
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Benton Elliott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:44:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Benton Elliott
1601 OLIVE ST APT 1107
EUGENE, OR 97401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Devon J
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:42:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Devon J
5555 SW Nowhere St
Portland, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chantal Lamy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:23:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chantal Lamy
9 Chelsea village
None, ot 2188
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LM Drucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:20:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LM Drucker
6546 Haley Dr
Columbia, SC 29206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Brech
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:19:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Brech
56 Admirals Way
MD, MD 21921
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lydia Tanenhaus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:15:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lydia Tanenhaus
274 Fairfield ave., apt. 3E
Bridgeport, CT 06604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Magnee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:14:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Magnee
7604 SE Reedway St.
Portland, OR 97206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

saul schreier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:02:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
saul schreier
6 hancock place
somerset, NJ 08873
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Santos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:00:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Santos
Vilar De Andorinho
Portugal, ot 4430-629
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Hayes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:44:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Hayes
185 Rainbow Dr
Grand Junction, CA 81503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Therese Fromaigeat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:37:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Therese Fromaigeat
Viaduc 34
Moutier, ot 2740
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DIANE KASTEL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:23:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture is considering subsidizing a massive incinerator that would burn more than
700,000 tons of trash per year and pollute Caño Tiburones -- Puerto Rico's largest wetland and a biodiversity
hotspot.
But let there be no mistake: Burning city waste won't make problems disappear. The incinerator would release
dangerous chemicals -- including dioxins, furans, lead and mercury -- into the surrounding air, soil and water. And
the area's local residents and 21 federally protected species will be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7
operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain modifications.
Take action -- tell the USDA we should be supporting green technology, not burning trash piles. The agency must
deny this proposal, which would threaten the health of Puerto Rico's people and wildlife.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DIANE KASTEL
1658 DOVER COURT UNIT A
WHEATON, IL 60189
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Ouellette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:02:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Ouellette
14078 MacTaggart Ave
Bow, WA 98232
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kaitlyn McKee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:50:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kaitlyn McKee
232 Hawker Lane
Corvallis, MT 59828
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lawrence Carbary
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:49:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Carbary
80 Ora Way
San Francisco, CA 94131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MILTON PINN
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:46:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MILTON PINN
7204 BOTHA RD
BEALETON, VA 22712
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

katherine drabek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:45:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
katherine drabek
3950 SW 102 #87
Beaverton, OR 97005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Regina Ribeiro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:44:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Regina Ribeiro
Cachoeira Itaguassava Street
Brazil, ot 08180
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martha Racketa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:43:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martha Racketa
7785 Mottice Dr.
Waynesburg, OH 44688
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Mueser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:02:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Mueser
1816 S. Fairview Ave.
Park Ridge, IL 60068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Franca Bontacchio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:59:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Franca Bontacchio
via andrea del sarto 30
brescia lombardia, ot 25124
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Damoth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:55:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Damoth
2 Vine Lane
CT, CT 06877
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alison Ellicott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:48:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alison Ellicott
130 W. 8th Street
New Castle, DE 19720
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Barry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:43:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Barry
n/a
L.A., CA 90223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

georgia goldfarb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:23:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
georgia goldfarb
20650 whitecap
malibu, CA 90265
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Perrine FRINDEL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:23:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Perrine FRINDEL
48E rue de Sélestat
OBERNAI, ot 67210
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mariana BRusutti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:13:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mariana BRusutti
MEndoza
Rosario, ot 2000
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Hague
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:11:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Hague
10680 Great Falls Lane
Tampa, FL 33647
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilyn Tourne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:08:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marilyn Tourne
240 Melison drive
Pike road, AL 36064
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gregg Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:06:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gregg Johnson
790 Lenzen Ave Apt 344
San Jose, CA 95126
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ari Stefánsson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:05:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ari Stefánsson
Ránargata 12
Reykjavík, ot 101
IS

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:59:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Moore
8 brixton rd
London, ot Sw9 9ad
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lori Snyder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:59:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lori Snyder
962 Centennial Rd.
PA, PA 17350
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Kiesling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:55:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Kiesling
819 Greeley Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hannah Chandler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:50:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hannah Chandler
125 Harwick Place Court
Winston-Salem, NC 27103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Art Murphy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:50:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Art Murphy
Highplane
Miramichi, ON K0K2G0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jeopee@bell.net
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:49:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,

ON K0K2G0

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Williston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:48:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Williston
Benlock
ON, ON K0K2G0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Csenge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:35:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Csenge
38 Main St.
Topsham, ME 04086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia correia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:30:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia correia
port 307
portimão, MD 21250
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fred Fall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:28:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fred Fall
106 Uxbridge
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron Fuller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:19:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aaron Fuller
6507 Hill Creek Dr.
Texas, TX 78256
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cynthia Webster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:54:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Webster
4579 San Anselmo Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Dallin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:52:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Dallin
17041 Robinson Road
Gulfport, MS 39503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Ann Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:50:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Ann Smith
Mary Ann Smith
1071 Kenyon Drive
Fort Washington, PA 19034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Reynaldo Reyna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:49:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Reynaldo Reyna
501 E La Fragua Ave
Roma, TX 78584
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pietro Fornara
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:47:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pietro Fornara
14 Op Bierg
Mamer, ot 8217
LU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanya Tweeton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:39:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanya Tweeton
9705 North New River Canal Rd ,204
Plantation, FL 33324
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roselyne Jorge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:32:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roselyne Jorge
10, rue de l'ALMA
None, ot 38000
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanna Garcia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:28:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanna Garcia
1455 49th St
IA, IA 52302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

regula hess
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:15:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
regula hess
24 rue de ronquerolles
Parmain, ot 95620
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tabi Joy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:00:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tabi Joy
5 Keriston Avenue
Gloucestershire, ot GL3 2BU
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jon Grutman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:56:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jon Grutman
400 Hauser Blvd., Apt 12D
California, CA 90036
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas Rosenthal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:51:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas Rosenthal
3004 Portofino Isle M1
Coconut Creek, FL 33066
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean-Paul Gallart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:46:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean-Paul Gallart
44 rue ferdinand theule
Sète, ot 34200
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christina Jackson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:45:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christina Jackson
9310 Monona Dr.
La Mesa, CA 91942
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tiffani Long
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:33:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tiffani Long
952 Hummel Ave
PA, PA 17043
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sérgio Faria
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:27:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sérgio Faria
Rua Prof. Alfredo Sousa, 12, 7B
Lisboa, ot 1600-188
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie A. Carter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:22:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie A. Carter
562 Maple Ave
OH, OH 43055
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joe Harvey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 11:09:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joe Harvey
2705 Murphys Drive
California, CA 95223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marion Kraus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:51:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marion Kraus
Kantstr. 2
Heidenheim, ot 89522
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:45:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Rodriguez
PO Box 70351
San Juan, PR 00936
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hilary Olson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:42:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hilary Olson
13859 NE 65th St #577
Redmond, WA 98052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianna Wynn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:24:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianna Wynn
811 Oak St
Silver City, NM 88061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ella pasternak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 10:16:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ella pasternak
igal yadin
herzliya, IL 46566
IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helena Zagar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 9:13:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helena Zagar
Loke 34b
Mozirje, ot 3330
SI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Buchanan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:56:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Buchanan
35555 Spur Hwy #320
Soldotna, AK 99669
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kevin orme
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:05:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kevin orme
502 N 80th
seattle, WA 98103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen White
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 8:03:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen White
16 Brooks Road
Liverpool, ot L37 2JL
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Danielle Pirotte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 7:56:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Danielle Pirotte
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré, ot 4120
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cynthia Mastro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 7:15:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks,
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle, and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Mastro
101 Hunters Trail West
Elizabeth City, NC 27909
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beate Voßen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 6:04:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beate Voßen
Buchholzer Weg
42897, DE 42897
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 5:09:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Roberts
Queen Street
Barnard Castle, ot DL12 8JG
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marsha Adams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:58:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marsha Adams
2201 SE Maple Valley Hwy #82
Renton, WA 98057
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pierre and monique GUETH
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:48:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pierre and monique GUETH
12, rue du Bollenberg
ORSCHWIHR, FL 68500
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerard van Tol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:11:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerard van Tol
Watermolen 90
None, ot 2986EV
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maud van Tol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:09:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maud van Tol
Watermolen 90
None, ot 2986EV
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nando a.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:17:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
the ignorance of men is the enemy of mama nature
why is it that the most educated people commit the worst crimes against nature and humanity?
men has turn earth into a painful place for all living beings...when you do wrong nothing goes unpunished
Stop the war against the environment by men
I blame you for being cruel
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nando a.
16625 kent des moines rd
des moines, WA 98198
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Misa Yamashita
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:12:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Misa Yamashita
7/28 Elliott ave
Missouri, MO 64089
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan McMurtrie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:59:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
An incinerator is an ill conceived "solution" that will compound problems for residents, both human and wildlife.
Raise the bar and find a greener way!
Sincerely,
Susan McMurtrie
70 Grove St
Providence, RI 02909
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniel McLeod
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:50:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniel McLeod
5095 Bittrich-Antler Rd.
Deer Park, WA 99006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tatiana Gamboa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:22:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tatiana Gamboa
69 Camberley Place
Penfield, NY 14526
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lesley Patton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:08:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lesley Patton
Box 1065
Kapaau, HI 96755
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elma Tassi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:08:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elma Tassi
Koridalleos 7
Athens, ot 112 52
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kari Walters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:08:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kari Walters
1441 Palisades Drive
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 2:05:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Mitchell
4 Glenview Drive
Warrnambool, ot 3280
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jegou Julien
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:27:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jegou Julien
1404 Bradley Avenue
California, CA 94401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Vazquez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:26:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Vazquez
Taller 791 Ed. 7, apt. 402 - Col. Jardin Balbuena
None, ot 15900
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gennaro F. DeLucia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:18:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gennaro F. DeLucia
12 Landry Rd
Somerset, NJ 08873
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alex stavis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 1:15:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alex stavis
65 E. 96 st.
NY, NY 10128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Noelle Froehlich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:46:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Noelle Froehlich
329 Kenilworth Blvd
West Palm Beach, FL 33405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Traywick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:39:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
With all due respect,
Mary Traywick
110 Coorsdale Dr.
Cary, NC 27511
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Hamilton Burda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:29:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Hamilton Burda
12271 Hitchingham Rd.
Milan, MI 48160
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Reeder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:23:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Reeder
23525 78th Ave W
EDMONDS, WA 98026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Friessen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:13:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Friessen
2700 Marina Dr #135
Modesto, CA 95355
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Labadie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 11, 2015 12:12:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service must not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. The USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on
track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The news that I have read about Puerto Rico's environmental degradation over the past 30 years is truly spiritbreaking. That is the country where I grew up. I can remember the pristine state of its wetlands. I can remember
the Disneyland - magic of its wildlife. Birds, frogs, insects of every size and color. A true paradise. And it's been
sold out. This is not just tragic. It's immoral.  
And now the government wants the people to fund a new incinerator that would draw more than 2 million gallons of
water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as
polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The
environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of this discharge as well as the harms from airpollution fallout on Caño Tiburones.
Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash,
thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address
these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot,
leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
When will you stop supporting these short-term solutions that destroy irreplaceable natural treasures?
Sincerely,
Judith Labadie
800 Wynooski Street
Newberg, OR 97132
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanie Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:21:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanie Thomas
2525 Ashwicke Dr.
GA, GA 30339
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Nowicki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:16:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Nowicki
1453 N Dailey Dr
Pueblo West, CO 81007
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Bullock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:10:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Bullock
4500 N. Magnolia Ave., Apt. #3
Chicago, IL 60640
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barb James
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:06:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barb James
30W050 Batavia Road
Warrenville, IL 60555
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ibn-Umar Abbasparker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:06:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ibn-Umar Abbasparker
11 John Street
Sayreville, NJ 08872
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Hoffmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:01:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Hoffmann
501 Lamarck Drive
Buffalo, NY 14225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Abate
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:00:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrew Abate
184A El Medio St.
Ventura, CA 93001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phyllis Corcacas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:48:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Corcacas
900 W 190 street
NY, NY 10040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

H.L. CHRIS CHRISSOS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:44:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
H.L. CHRIS CHRISSOS
19 Yawbux Valley Rd
North Stonington, CT 06359
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cortney Zaret
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:41:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cortney Zaret
646 W. Wellington
Chicago, IL 60657
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Konig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:40:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Konig
266 Washington Avenue, C - 18
NY, NY 11205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Konig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:40:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Konig
266 Washington Avenue, C - 18
NY, NY 11205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly Cruce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:31:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelly Cruce
P.O. Box 31
Tahoe City, CA 96145
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lana Schmitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:24:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lana Schmitt
10005 Gentian Drive
IL, IL 61115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Walter Schmitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:24:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Walter Schmitt
10005 Gentian Drive
IL, IL 61115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:21:00 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jim Crotty
P O Box 2126
Aguada, PR 00602jimcrottypr@gmail.com
(787) 868-3332

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martin Kornbluh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:02:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martin Kornbluh
300East Overlook Apt.343
Port vWashington, NY 11050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony Teffeteller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:43:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tony Teffeteller
2025 Cochran Place
TN, TN 37803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Burghardt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:23:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim Burghardt
1re Avenue
Montreal, QC H4G2V6
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie Werbner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:00:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurie Werbner
2334 King St
Bellingham, WA 98225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Frank
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:53:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Frank
2006 pheasant dr
Lewisville, TX 75077
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Craig Soule
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:50:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Craig Soule
11953 SW Horny Hollow Trail
OR, OR 97760
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy Holtzman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:30:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Holtzman
1199A Shetland Dr.
Lakewood, NJ 08701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

N Loren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:26:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
N Loren
Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ramsay Kieffer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:21:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ramsay Kieffer
622 Adams Drive
Milford, DE 19963
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Sample
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:14:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Sample
96 Shadow Lane
Golden, CO 80401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cat Jefferson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:14:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cat Jefferson
4910 1/2 Old Cliffs Rd.
San Diego, CA 92120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Hammel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:14:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Hammel
2411 Pulaski Hwy. Apt E45
Tennessee, TN 38401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

doug krause
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:55:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
doug krause
31 battleford bay
fargo, ND 58108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Summer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:47:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Summer
8 Foti's Road
Silver City, NM 88061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martine Ducluzeau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:46:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martine Ducluzeau
Vanves
Vanves, ot 92170
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:18:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Fischer
11605 NE 10 Ave
Miami, FL 33161
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Carothers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:55:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim Carothers
1200 Gulf Blvd. #1602
Clearwater, FL 33767
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

annie coustaty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:54:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
annie coustaty
rue neuve
marans, ot 17230
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gordon Grant
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:43:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gordon Grant
2650 N Lakeview Ave
Chicago, IL 60614
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jayne Goldman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:41:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jayne Goldman
136 Beaconsfield rd
brookline, MA 02445
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Kowalewski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:35:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erin Kowalewski
125 Independence Lane
NY, NY 12087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brenda Barcelo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:32:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brenda Barcelo
270 Braemoor Dr.
santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gary Boren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:26:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gary Boren
501 Guerrero #6
CA, CA 94110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Alford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:25:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Alford
270 Braemoor Drive
CA, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison Wheatley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:20:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allison Wheatley
18359 Peyton Ln
Alabama, AL 35490
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sara Fox
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:00:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sara Fox
2036 Mesa Drive
Boulder, CO 80304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Anne Stansbury
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:56:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Blaisdell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:48:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Blaisdell
5152 Earl Dr.
La Canada, CA 91011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maureen Medina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:48:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maureen Medina
70-19 Manse Street
NY, NY 11375
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julianne Walsh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:42:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julianne Walsh
3832 Brunswick Ave.
Pennsylvania, PA 19026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Nitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:40:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service must not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
Burning city waste will not make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
MT, MT 59802
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianne Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:39:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianne Miller
1440 Puterbaugh
San Diego, CA 92103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Massimiliano Urso
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:38:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Massimiliano Urso
5 calle 15-16 ave 105
None, ot 00000
HN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marana Eubank
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:18:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marana Eubank
2424 N Federal Hwy Apt 313
Boynton Beach, FL 33435
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meaghan Black
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:10:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meaghan Black
956 Sally St
Hollister, CA 95023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

alana willroth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:53:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
alana willroth
1605 birch lake ave
white bear lake, MN 55110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susannah Peel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:50:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susannah Peel
9 Barnsbury Street
AK, ot 00000
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karl armens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:43:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karl armens
740 juniper drive
iowa city, IA 52245
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Speranza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:38:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Speranza
71 Broadway
Bethpage, NY 11714
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stefania Selva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:31:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stefania Selva
VIA A. STRADIVARI 8
MILANO, MI 20131
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter J Sarfaty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:28:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter J Sarfaty
26 Perry St Apt 4C
New York, NY 10014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eleanor Liggio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:20:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eleanor Liggio
709 Old Country Road
Elmsford, NY 10523
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Thiel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:17:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Thiel
43 Clark Rd.
Brookline, MA 02445
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurel E. Tate
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:16:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurel E. Tate
1014 - 51 Alexander Street
Toronto, ON M4Y 1B3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

WENDY pitblado-jensen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:11:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
WENDY pitblado-jensen
4095 Winchester Way
Loganville, GA 30052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sage Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:06:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sage Johnson
1730 Kearny
California, CA 94133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:03:05 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Sondra Vega
Urb. El Paraiso 21 Querubin
Arecibo, PR 00613sondravega@yahoo.com
(787) 449-2568

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nick Barcott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:30:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Kvien
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:30:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Kvien
1108 N. 39th Street Apt. 1
Grand Forks, ND 58203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sandra arapoudis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:26:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sandra arapoudis
michail lambrou 3
rhodos, AL 85100
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

louise fitzgerald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:14:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
louise fitzgerald
1535 Center Street
Sanibel, FL 33957
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Han
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:14:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Han
1795 W. Stadium Blvd.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne G
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 3:07:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne G
Trierer
Cologne, ot 50672
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brittni Palmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:57:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brittni Palmore
1130 Overlook Dr
Trussville, AL 35173
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marina Conde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:57:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marina Conde
7 norte 4203 col santa maria
State *, ot 72080
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Waterworth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:54:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Waterworth
12556 E. Tennessee Cir
Aurora, CO 80012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christina Barnes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:50:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christina Barnes
837 Armstrong Avenue
Hagerstown, MD 21740
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Val Nordeman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:46:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Val Nordeman
PO Box1715
Laytonville, CA 95454
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Rhodes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:46:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human and non-human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's
standards. USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives,
and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Rhodes
69859 Van Gogh Rd
Cathedral City, CA 92234
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susang-Talamo Talamo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:45:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susang-Talamo Talamo
4959 Simmons Circle
Export, PA 15632
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kat Kneip
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:33:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kat Kneip
791 Pandora Ave
Victoria, BC V8W1N9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meredith Hayward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:31:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meredith Hayward
2047 S. Milwaukee St.
Colorado, CO 80210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Davin Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:28:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Davin Peterson
2846 Lowell Street
Eureka, CA 95501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carla Torti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:26:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carla Torti
via Curie 12
Voghera, ot 27058
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:19:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Thomas
General Delivery
San Francisco, CA 94142
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christelle Defenders
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:18:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christelle Defenders
25 rue paul doumer
None, ot 91150
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frederick Pianalto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:17:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frederick Pianalto
1303 E. University Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 85719
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Gunther
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:15:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Gunther
304 Franklin Ave
Berlin, MD 21811
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

joie winnick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:13:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
joie winnick
13911 Riverside Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Nowak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:10:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Nowak
42305 Camino Romo
Temecula, CA 92592
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriele Reinhart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:04:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriele Reinhart
Steinergasse 36/15/1
Vienna, ot 01230
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Wolf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:56:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Wolf
653 48th St
Baltimore, MD 21224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Grace Payne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:56:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Grace Payne
894 Great Hill Rd
Tamworth, NH 03886
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

maria manuela lopes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:55:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
maria manuela lopes
Antão Gonçalves 89 11e
**Please Select**, ot 02750
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Roth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:55:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Roth
8818 Oak Trail Dr
CA, CA 95409
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Tissavary
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:47:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Tissavary
615 Fort Washington Ave, Apt 6C
NY, NY 10040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ina Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:45:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ina Mitchell
15305 Lanark St Apt 222
California, CA 91406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lise vandal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:36:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lise vandal
2090 rue des mésanges
alma, QC g8b5v3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Reilly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:26:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Reilly
165 Juniper Avenue
East Kilbride, ot G75 9JP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Regine Puigdemasa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:22:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Regine Puigdemasa
24a carrer marinada
Avinyonet de puigventos, ot 17742
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicholas Carrera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:11:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Carrera
906 se 9th street
stuart, FL 34994
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keenan Lucien Percival
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:00:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keenan Lucien Percival
485 4th AVE EN
MT, MT 59901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corinna Heilmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:47:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corinna Heilmann
Barmstedter Str. 25
Kaltenkirchen, ot 24568
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:42:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Anderson
605 Roosevelt Dr.
Edwardsville, IL 62025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Shaouy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:37:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Shaouy
104 Wiley Hills Trail
Woodstock, GA 30188
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Lynn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:34:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pam Lynn
9 Longwood Lake Road
Oak Ridge, NJ 07438
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Togni
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:34:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Togni
1530 Kearney St.
St. Helena, CA 94574
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Mathews
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:30:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Mathews
220 Highlands Ridge Pl SE
Georgia, GA 30082
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Romeo Tango
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:26:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Romeo Tango
Blake Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:23:31 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Roberto Pagan
PMB 210 Esmeralda Ave 405
Guaynabo, PR 00969rpagan@sptseiupr.org
(939) 645-3965

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas Rosenthal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:18:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas Rosenthal
3004 Portofino Isle M1
Coconut Creek, FL 33066
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Muñoz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:15:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Muñoz
Autopi stano rte km 19
Chia, ot 11121
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

vicki hughes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:15:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
vicki hughes
4351 boardwalk dr. #205
huntington beach, CA 92649
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Hanes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:09:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Hanes
5076 Leonard Rd. Spc. 75
Grants Pass, OR 97527
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lilian alecia morgan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:49:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lilian alecia morgan
p.o.box 1118
felton, CA 95018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pepa uh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:44:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
pepa uh
ds
fs, ot 33510
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Pezzotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:33:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Pezzotti
P.O. Box 92088
Rochester, NY 14692
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Rynes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:30:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Rynes
2519 Beau Bien Ct.
Lisle, IL 60532
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Valès
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:17:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Valès
Grande Rue
Sèvres, ot 92310
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Rennacker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:10:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Rennacker
31200 Shrewood Rd
Ft Bragg, CA 95437
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samantha Wright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:02:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Samantha Wright
2626 Lakes Corners Rd
clyde, NY 14433
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

henry sanchez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 11:02:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
henry sanchez
963 oso rd
ojai, CA 93023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:57:17 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Matt Maras
3818 Floral Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45212maras@cinci.rr.com
(513) 396-6005

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Richard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:49:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Richard
39 Poppasquash Rd.
Bristol, RI 02809
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mariangela Monterisi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:47:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mariangela Monterisi
N Airport Ave.
Gramercy, LA 70052
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Wadland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:44:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Wadland
89 Martyns Way
East Sussex, ot Tn40 2sh
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:42:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AS
8888
Chicago, IL 60659
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luz Loree
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:36:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luz Loree
1504 Diamond Woods Circle
Roseville, CA 95747
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jerry Mawhorter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:24:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jerry Mawhorter
200 Linden Avenue
Royal Oak, MI 48073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Danielle Piscatelli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:23:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Danielle Piscatelli
3141 N 48th Street
AZ, AZ 85018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matt Maras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:21:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matt Maras
3818 Floral Ave.
Cincinnati, OH 45212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Toshalis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:08:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Toshalis
4305 Persianwood
Kalamazoo, MI 49006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenny & David Mapes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:06:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jenny & David Mapes
403 Colebrook River Rd
Riverton, CT 06065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cariln Greenfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 10:05:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cariln Greenfield
82 Essex St., #1
NJ, NJ 07302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Lamke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:59:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Lamke
27 Kokley Ave
Hoosick Falls, NY 12090
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

les roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:53:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
les roberts
1134 east lansing way
fresno, CA 93704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jen Stedman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:52:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jen Stedman
7599 Kent Road
Little Valley, NY 14755
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jeffrey kramer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:50:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jeffrey kramer
2150 east 69 street
brooklyn, NY 11234
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peg LeClair
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:48:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peg LeClair
10 Davis Street
Massachusetts, MA 01238
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Ford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:39:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Ford
22 Saddleback Ridge Road
East Nassau, NY 12062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris frost
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:36:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris frost
1074 Brown Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

zelma fishman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:21:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
zelma fishman
16127th st
los osos, CA 93402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Weinberger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:06:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Weinberger
130 North Street
Watertown, CT 06795
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Weinberger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:06:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Weinberger
130 North Street
Watertown, CT 06795
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stefanie Koenig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 9:04:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stefanie Koenig
Reginastrasse
Kassel, ot 34119
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Luckini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:52:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Luckini
137 Aarons Creek Rd.
Morgantown, WV 26508
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue McHenry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:49:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Puerto Rico is so beautiful and full of amazing environmental, plant and animal treasures. That is why I am writing
to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue McHenry
po box 1492
CO, CO 80498
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley ShirleyFord
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:45:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley ShirleyFord
16909 Eylers Valley Rd
Emmitsburg, MD 21727
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Furness
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:38:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Furness
201 N 3rd St
Allentown, PA 18101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rainer Gast
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:35:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rainer Gast
Engelsstrasse 5
Sachsen-Anhalt, ot 06772
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Fenster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:29:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Fenster
12 Davis St
NJ, NJ 08068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lesley Stansfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:29:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lesley Stansfield
681, 27th street
San Francisco, CA 94131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy McAlpine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:19:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge rejection of federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
Burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant environmental
harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards. USDA should
support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend taxpayer
dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy McAlpine
10222 Holland Rd
Florida, FL 33578
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Schastnaya
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:16:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Schastnaya
oktabrskyi
saint-p., ot 196601
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mhairi Donald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:09:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mhairi Donald
46 Cumberland Road
GREENOCK, ot PA16 0TW
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heike Feldmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:07:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heike Feldmann
716 Irving St
CA, CA 94122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nora Sotomayor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:01:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nora Sotomayor
19 Clough Rd.
MA, MA 02026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claire Gajdošová
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 8:00:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claire Gajdošová
alsova 11
State *, ot 794 01
CZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne-Marie Hewitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:58:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne-Marie Hewitt
Finstall
Bromsgrove, NY 12345
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Porcello
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:42:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Porcello
12305 Calvin Dr
OH, OH 44141
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fran Fulwiler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:39:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fran Fulwiler
2124 NE 43rd Ave.
Portland, OR 97213
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Nash
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:17:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Nash
8754 River st
Albuquerque, NM 87110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica File
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 7:11:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica File
14 Becky Thatcher Dr
St Charles, MO 63303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Niina Turunen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:38:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Niina Turunen
Norrbackagatan 9
Stockholm, ot 11334
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fabio Perego
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:31:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fabio Perego
viale Grigna 26
Camparada, ot 20857
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

shirley mills
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:14:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
shirley mills
factory rd
sandwell, ot dy4 9au
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriella Libonati
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:10:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriella Libonati
haverstock hill
london, ot nw32be
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jocelyne lapointe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:04:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jocelyne lapointe
31 des corbières
OH, OH 44334
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

bos claudine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 6:01:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
bos claudine
93 rue de boussières
None, ot 39800
FR
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Thomas Remesch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:37:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Remesch
Johannagasse 26
Vienna, ot 1050
AT
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Ainga Dobbelaere
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:24:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ainga Dobbelaere
Rheinweg 2
Mastrils, ot 7303
CH
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Maxime Buck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:13:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maxime Buck
28 Allée Jacques Balmat
Chambéry, ot 73000
FR
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To:
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Date:

Martin Haunhorst
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:40:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martin Haunhorst
Sterntorbrücke 5
Bonn, ot 53111
DE
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Ferri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:30:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Ferri
Waswiesstrasse 9
None, ot 8344
CH
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61379–61381 [2015–25866]
Meetings:
North Pacific Fishery Management Council ,
61376 [2015–25962]
Requests for Nominations:
National Sea Grant Advisory Board ,
61375–61376 [2015–25681]
Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to Specified Activities:
Seabird Research Activities in Central California, 2015–2016 ,
61376–61378 [2015–25942]
National Science Foundation
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[TEXT]  [PDF]
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NOTICES

Membership of Senior Executive Service Performance Review Board ,
61475 [2015–25721]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

National Transportation Safety Board
RULES

Interpretation of Notification Requirements to Exclude Model Aircraft;
Correction ,
61317 [2015–26015]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Navy Department
NOTICES

Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposals, Submissions, and
Approvals ,
61400–61401 [2015–25949]
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NOTICES

Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposals, Submissions, and
Approvals:
National Source Tracking Transaction Report ,
61494–61495 [2015–25910]
Combined Licenses:
Nuclear Innovation North America LLC; South Texas Project,
Units 3 and 4 ,
61492–61494 [2015–25892]
Confirmatory Orders:
Energy Northwest; Columbia Generating Station ,
61495–61499 [2015–26046]
Director's Decisions:
Southern California Edison San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3 ,
61475–61476 [2015–25856]
Environmental Assessments; Availability, etc.:
Expanded River Reconnaissance Paleoliquefaction Study Area ,
61502–61503 [2015–25858]
Facility Operating and Combined Licenses:
Applications and Amendments Involving Proposed No Significant
Hazards Considerations, etc. ,
61476–61492 [2015–25860]
License Amendments:
Virginia Electric and Power Co., North Anna Power Station,
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation ,
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[TEXT]  [PDF]

[TEXT]  [PDF]
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61500–61502 [2015–26045]
Meetings:
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Subcommittee on
AP1000 ,
61495 [2015–25878]
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Subcommittee on
Reliability and PRA ,
61503 [2015–25884]
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Subcommittee on
Structural Analysis ,
61499–61500 [2015–25883]
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Subcommittee on
Thermal–Hydraulic Phenomena ,
61475 [2015–25875]
Meetings; Sunshine Act ,
61503–61504 [2015–26041]
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[TEXT]  [PDF]
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Occupational Safety and Health Administration
NOTICES

Applications:
SGS North America, Inc.; Expansion of Recognition ,
61472–61474 [2015–25850]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Personnel Management Office
RULES

Prevailing Rate System:
Special Wage Schedules for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Flood
Control Employees of the Vicksburg District in Mississippi ,
61277–61278 [2015–25895]
[TEXT]  [PDF]
NOTICES

Excepted Service ,
61507–61511 [2015–25896]
61504–61507 [2015–25897]
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[TEXT]  [PDF]

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
PROPOSED RULES

Pipeline Safety:
Safety of Hazardous Liquid Pipelines ,
61610–61643 [2015–25359]
Postal Regulatory Commission
NOTICES

[TEXT]  [PDF]

New Postal Products ,
61511–61512 [2015–25915]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Presidential Documents
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

Defense and National Security:
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015
(Memorandum of September 24, 2015) ,
61273 [2015–26107]
[TEXT]  [PDF]
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; Delegation of Authority (Memorandum
of September 29, 2015) ,
61275 [2015–26109]
[TEXT]  [PDF]
Rural Utilities Service
NOTICES

High Energy Cost Rural Communities Grant Program:
Grant Application Deadlines and Funding Levels for Assistance ,
61336–61356 [2015–25975]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Securities and Exchange Commission
PROPOSED RULES

Effectiveness of Financial Disclosures about Entities Other Than the
Registrant; Correction ,
61332 [2015–25948]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

NOTICES

Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposals, Submissions, and
Approvals ,
61551–61552 [2015–25867]
61512–61513 [2015–25868]
61536–61537 [2015–25869]
61539–61540 [2015–25870]
61535–61536 [2015–25871]
Self-Regulatory Organizations; Proposed Rule Changes:
Active Specialized Quote Feed Port Fee ,
61537–61539 [2015–25862]
BOX Options Exchange LLC ,
61527–61529 [2015–25865]
Chicago Stock Exchange, Inc. ,
61540–61545 [2015–25886]
Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, Inc. ,
61545–61551 [2015–25861]
NYSE Arca, Inc. ,
61529–61535 [2015–25863]
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61513–61527 [2015–25864]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

State Department
NOTICES

Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposals, Submissions, and
Approvals:
Six DDTC Information Collections ,
61561–61562 [2015–25965]
Registration for the Diversity Immigrant Visa Program ,
61552–61561 [2015–25964]

[TEXT]  [PDF]
[TEXT]  [PDF]

Surface Transportation Board
NOTICES

Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposals, Submissions, and
Approvals:
Notifications of Trails Act Agreement and Substitute Sponsorship ,
61564 [2015–25926]
[TEXT]  [PDF]
Transportation Department
See  Federal Aviation Administration
See  Federal Highway Administration
See  Federal Transit Administration
See  Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
See  Surface Transportation Board
NOTICES

Removal from the Public Interest Exclusion List:
Michael R. Bennett and Workplace Compliance ,
61564 [2015–25943]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Treasury Department
See  Foreign Assets Control Office
See  Internal Revenue Service
RULES

Automated Commercial Environment (ACE) Filings for Electronic
Entry/Entry Summary (Cargo Release and Related Entry) ,
61278–61293 [2015–25729]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

NOTICES

Senior Executive Service Legal Division Performance Review Board;
Member Appointments ,
61566 [2015–26020]
U.S. Customs and Border Protection

[TEXT]  [PDF]

RULES

Automated Commercial Environment (ACE) Filings for Electronic
Entry/Entry Summary (Cargo Release and Related Entry) ,
61278–61293 [2015–25729]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Separate Parts In This Issue
Part II

Interior Department, Fish and Wildlife Service ,
61568–61607 [2015–25298]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Part III

Transportation Department, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration ,
61610–61643 [2015–25359]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

Part IV

Interior Department, Land Management Bureau ,
61646–61715 [2015–25556]

[TEXT]  [PDF]

[TEXT]  [PDF]
Reader Aids and CFR Parts Affected this month
[TEXT]  [PDF]
Consult the Reader Aids section at the end of this issue for phone numbers, online
resources, finding aids, and notice of recently enacted public laws.
Front Matter and CFR Parts Affected in this issue
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corrina Parker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:24:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corrina Parker
2 Quail St
Toowoomba, ot 4350
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annabelle Tipper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:20:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annabelle Tipper
28 Hall Road
Kings Lynn, ot PE34 4AT
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gemma Simmons
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 4:13:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gemma Simmons
33 Gillsmans Park
St. Leonards-on-Sea, ot TN38 0SN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Neville Bruce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:39:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Neville Bruce
00 No Ta
Notts, ot NG0 0OO
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

don cooke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:29:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
don cooke
47146 A Pulama rd
Kaneohe, HI 96744
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allan Chen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:28:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allan Chen
111 Shepardson Lane
Alameda, CA 94502
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Cummins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:02:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Cummins
13 Sidlaw St
Cairns, ot 4878
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcelina Serrano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 2:00:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marcelina Serrano
Box 303
PR, PR 00970
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Laura Marlow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:56:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Laura Marlow
4804 66th Ave E
Puyallup, WA 98371
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donita Lowrey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:52:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donita Lowrey
2423 Emerson Lane
Denton, TX 76209
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Unnikrishnan Sasidharan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:48:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Unnikrishnan Sasidharan
Latha Nivas, Irimpanam P.O, Tripunithura, Ernakulam Dist Opp. La
Cochin, ot 682309
IN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mary delight schuetz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:44:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mary delight schuetz
315 west carrillo suite 105
santa barbara, CA 93101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kaci Caldwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:39:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kaci Caldwell
2525 S 42nd St
NE, NE 68105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Hawkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:31:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Hawkins
PO Box 141
MT, MT 59865
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Marshall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 1:10:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Marshall
1605-B Merry Oaks Rd
Charlotte, NC 28205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Barosh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:46:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Barosh
70 Akilolo Street
Hawaii, HI 96821
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edwina Nuccio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:39:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edwina Nuccio
60 Algonquin Rd.
Yonkers, NY 10710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edwina Nuccio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:39:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edwina Nuccio
60 Algonquin Rd.
Yonkers, NY 10710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:37:54 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Tara Huber
4909 Walkingfern Dr
Rockville, MD 20853thuber1@hotmail.com
(301) 111-1111

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Varga
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:35:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Varga
21331 Veleta Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Genevieve Simon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:33:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Simon
po box 12370
Arusha, ot 12370
TZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nathan Sullenberger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:33:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nathan Sullenberger
185 Winfield Circle
Greensburg, PA 15601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Georgia Labey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:28:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Georgia Labey
15875 Avenida Venusto, Apt 934
CA, CA 92128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherrie Shown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:28:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherrie Shown
2313 Creekwood Dr.
Dothan, AL 36301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Hahn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:25:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Hahn
2200 NW 59th St.
Seattle, WA 98107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Spyros Braoudakis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:20:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Spyros Braoudakis
110 Storrs Avenue
MA, MA 02184
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charlene Crudup
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:19:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charlene Crudup
821 S. Williams St.
IL, IL 60559
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

melissa harlan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:17:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
melissa harlan
226 West Lisa Lane
Tempe, AZ 85284
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ryan Acebo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:16:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ryan Acebo
2915 Carlsen Street
Oakland, CA 94602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

melissa harlan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:16:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
melissa harlan
226 West Lisa Lane
Tempe, AZ 85284
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jamie Green
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:09:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jamie Green
9727 Sweetwater Ln
Ventura, CO 93004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Nickerson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:04:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Nickerson
1352 Tonka Ave.
Colorado Springs, CO 80904
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

valerie jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 10, 2015 12:02:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
valerie jones
14620 rollins park drive
California, CA 95945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Tagawa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:56:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Tagawa
2210 Mariposa
Boulder, CO 80302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Birch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:55:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Birch
16015 Elgin Court
Faribault, MN 55021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:52:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Harrison
1396 Sanchez
CA, CA 94131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilyn Klein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:49:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marilyn Klein
732 Northridge Dr
Carnegie, PA 15106
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerri Michalska
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:47:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerri Michalska
1825 New Hampshire Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerri Michalska
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:47:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerri Michalska
1825 New Hampshire Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Brand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:32:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Brand
222 S Branciforte Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Singh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:28:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Singh
1075 peachtreewalk
Atlanta, GA 30309
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Norene Bailey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:26:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Norene Bailey
250 Eddgrace Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathleen lavelle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:19:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathleen lavelle
3880 san rafael
los ángeles, CA 90065
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richita Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:17:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richita Anderson
10 Downing St
NY, NY 10014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Young
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:10:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Young
2080 W Speedway #2120
Tucson, AZ 85745
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne Davies
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:10:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne Davies
17-8266 King Geo. Blvd
Surrey, BC V3W 5C2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Burns
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:00:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Burns
17351 Perdido Key Dr #5
FL, FL 32507
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Burns
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:00:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Burns
17351 Perdido Key Dr #5
FL, FL 32507
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ginny Chin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:58:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ginny Chin
3210 Pine St
Martinez, CA 94553
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

June Gill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:53:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
June Gill
3639 San Remo Dr.
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Moffat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:53:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Moffat
99 A Prospect Hill
TRENTON, ON K8V 2V4
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ashleigh fountain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:46:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ashleigh fountain
810 pryor drive
west memphis, AR 72301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Palmieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:43:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emily Palmieri
use e-mail
Pennsylvania, PA 18104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

d Provance
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:43:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
d Provance
2624 Sweetgum dr
apex, NC 27539
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Alderton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:42:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Alderton
PO Box 352
Deer Harbor, WA 98243
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J Stufflebeam
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:42:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J Stufflebeam
19178 Echo Dell Lane
Oregon City, OR 97045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Alagammai
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:32:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Alagammai
Palms park
Tucson, AZ 85715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyle Collins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:23:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lyle Collins
200 N 70th Ave
Yakima, WA 98908
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanya Piko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:22:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanya Piko
4134 Molly Avenue
Mississauga, ON L4Z 1E2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Ray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:21:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Ray
5118 Chowan Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22312
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas Bright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:18:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas Bright
2051 Clark St.
Hercules, CA 94547
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Simon Holledge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:13:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Simon Holledge
Guoxue Hutong
B, ot 100007
CN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura French
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:12:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura French
179 Fairway Dr.
North Kingstown, RI 02852
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanne Burtis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:10:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanne Burtis
Clark Ave.
Lynbrook, NY 11563
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karlene Gunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:00:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karlene Gunter
472 French Rd
NY, NY 14618
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Noah Gordon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:00:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Noah Gordon
8197 Berry Dr
IN, IN 47710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Walter erhorn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:56:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Walter erhorn
po box 1843
Spring Valley, CA 91979
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caroline Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:48:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caroline Miller
6834 4th Ave No
St Petersburg, FL 33710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eileen Ordway
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:45:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eileen Ordway
P.O. Box 2251
Jasper, OR 97438
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Larson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:44:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Larson
11300 Minnetonka Mills Road
Minnetonka, MN 55305
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iryna Shevchenko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:38:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Iryna Shevchenko
3326 Riverton Way
CA, CA 95219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward Macan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:37:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edward Macan
1812 16th Street
Eureka, CA 95501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hector Glez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:27:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hector Glez
marquezado
oaxaca, ot 68030
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Nunemaker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:22:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Nunemaker
27231 260th St.
Shevlin, MN 56676
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Brantley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:20:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Brantley
194 Shoal Creek Circle
Montevallo, AL 35115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

charlie heit
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:11:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
charlie heit
32 Palmer st
Aptos, CA 95003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Agigian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:03:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Agigian
33 Corinthian Road
Somerville, MA 02144
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linette Schreiber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:00:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linette Schreiber
75 Ardmore Ave.
Ardmore, PA 19003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chenie kaur
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:53:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chenie kaur
18 jalan selangor
kuala lumpur, ot 50480
MY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:51:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Smith
647 cree
San Jose, CA 95123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Cleveland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:48:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joel Cleveland
3236 W. Harbor View Avneue
Tampa, FL 33611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Zoe Warner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:44:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Zoe Warner
3 Goshorn Dr
PA, PA 19355
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas Schleifer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:40:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas Schleifer
101 Rocktown Road
NJ, NJ 08551
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christiane Schneebeli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:38:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christiane Schneebeli
avenue des Amazones 6
NY, NY 12241
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicole Loh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:38:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicole Loh
Singapore
Singapore, ot 530501
SG

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mario A. Boza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:36:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mario A. Boza
Sabana Sur
San Jose, ot 506
CR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Leslie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:34:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Leslie
679 Dorland
Maplewood, MN 55119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J J Moran
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:30:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J J Moran
5315 Holly
Bellaire, TX 77401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Hundemer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:24:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Hundemer
537 Aragon St
Pensacola, FL 32502
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindi & Dana Lund
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:20:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindi & Dana Lund
206 Estates Drive
CA, CA 94526
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mae Basye
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:15:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend
taxpayer dollars on this polluting, short-term-profit venture. In the long run, encouraging responsible consumption
pays more dividends for the planet. Reuse, Repurpose, Recycle should be the mantra of a RESPONSIBLE agency.
Thank you for your time
Sincerely,
Mae Basye
501 quest ridge dr.
Fuquay varina, NC 27526
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AKIKO SAKAGUCHI
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:09:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AKIKO SAKAGUCHI
5-23-9shimouma
Choose a State, ot 1540002
JP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Berkowitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:07:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Berkowitz
26 Overlook Road
New City, NY 10956
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Gage
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:06:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Gage
7313 Boyertown Pike
Douglassville, PA 19518
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:04:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Brown
Woodcock Lane
- Select -, NY 11937
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Kropczynski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:02:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Kropczynski
746 Prince Street
North Versailles, PA 15137
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jolie Misek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:00:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jolie Misek
9317 Pine Needle Pass
Wonder Lake, IL 60097
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Cummins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:00:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Cummins
13 Sidlaw St
Cairns, ot 4878
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Hinkelman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:55:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Hinkelman
348 Ripplewood Dr.
Rochester, NY 14616
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Wenzel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:54:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Wenzel
33 Larpenteur Ave. E
Maplewood, MN 55117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Arundale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:50:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Arundale
1629 Heather Drive
Fairbanks, AK 99709
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adrian Shiva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:44:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adrian Shiva
18 Olympia Avenue, Millennium Park
Trincity, ot 00000
TT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M Sladek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:44:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
M Sladek
7755 E. Quincy Ave.
Denver, CO 80237
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Isabelle Zomer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:43:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Isabelle Zomer
Helder Camara weg 12
Muntendam, ot 9649 AT
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachael Rocamora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:33:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachael Rocamora
3019 Branderwood Dr.
Greensboro, NC 27406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachael Rocamora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:33:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachael Rocamora
3019 Branderwood Dr.
Greensboro, NC 27406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachael Rocamora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:33:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachael Rocamora
3019 Branderwood Dr.
Greensboro, NC 27406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gary brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:27:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gary brown
12 gladstone terrace
Montana, MT 59701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:24:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Allen
6824 Gloucester Road
Raleigh, NC 27612
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:24:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Allen
6824 Gloucester Road
Raleigh, NC 27612
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kobe Wade
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:21:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kobe Wade
14451 Center Ave
IL, IL 60426
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jackie Martinez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:21:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jackie Martinez
57 Beech St.
NJ, NJ 07109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Machida
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:19:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Machida
8540 106th St
Richmond Hill, NY 11418
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Sellon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:18:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise Sellon
1253 Springfield Ave
New Providence, NJ 07974
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

don meehan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:18:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
don meehan
1714 merrill dr
san jose, CA 95124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Habermacher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:14:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judith Habermacher
15903 Park Overlook Court
Cypress, TX 77433
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise McDermott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:13:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise McDermott
728 quest court
Mantua, NJ 08051
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie Van Leekwijck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:11:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie Van Leekwijck
Boterlaarbaan 184
Deurne, ot 97005
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:08:45 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Milagros Conde
Weser 158
San Juan, PR 00926mg.condepr@hotmail.com
(787) 763-2986

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Whiteside
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:07:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Whiteside
22103 Laurel Terrace Ct
Katy, TX 77450
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Schippers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:03:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Schippers
609-101 Robson Rd
Ontario, ON N8H 4R6
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Putze
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:02:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Putze
9903 groundhog drive
N chesterfield, VA 23235
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Stultz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:01:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alan Stultz
3 North Star Drive
Annandale, NJ 08801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Kantner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:54:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Kantner
8 Laurel Drive
Glenmoore, PA 19343
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ana Oliveira
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:50:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ana Oliveira
Lisboa
Lisboa, AK 99501
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Helm
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:46:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Helm
4045 N Alaska St.
Portland, OR 97203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Randall Nord
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:44:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Randall Nord
164 Whites Landing Road
Linden, VA 22642
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kobe Wade
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:41:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kobe Wade
14451 Center Ave
IL, IL 60426
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lily Rocco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:32:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lily Rocco
2731 Cropsey Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Raich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:32:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Raich
94 High Meadow Drive
Dillon, CO 80435
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Rhymer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:22:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Rhymer
1131 Hill street
TN, TN 37620
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Florie Trutin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:17:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Florie Trutin
1 Allée de la Forge
Côtes-d'Armor, ot 22940
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

silvia martinengo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:17:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
silvia martinengo
via tadini 16
None, ot 28100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Simcox
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:16:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Simcox
75 Lawnhill Drive
Salt Spring Island, BC V8K 1M9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine Wells
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:14:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christine Wells
PO Box 730
Arroyo Seco, NM 87514
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

laura scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:13:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
laura scott
Springfield
SOmerset, ot TA18 7PE
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gosia Mitros
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:12:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gosia Mitros
3112 Creekbend Ct
Sachse, TX 75048
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Gross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:10:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Gross
1848 11th St SW
OH, OH 44314
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Cobb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:08:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Cobb
3880 Ellendale Rd
Moreland Hills, OH 44022
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:05:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melanie Miller
3415 Dunbar Drive
FL, FL 34232
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

katherine vidler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:02:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
katherine vidler
priory court
herts, ot hp4 2dp
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Cano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:01:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Cano
l
Other, ot ----CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Lantow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:59:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Lantow
4615 Peacock Lane
Plainfield, IL 60586
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Erickson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:59:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Erickson
1426 Frontero Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Mccarthy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:58:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Mccarthy
173 Hetcheltown Rd
Scotia, NY 12302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chad fuqua
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:56:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chad fuqua
3411 springrock ln
houston, TX 77080
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie Sanderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:55:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie Sanderson
203 South Winnebago Street
Iowa, IA 50450
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James McBride
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:49:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James McBride
339 S. Buhl Farm Dr.
Hermitage, PA 16148
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Liliana Ferreira
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:46:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Liliana Ferreira
Rua Julio Cesar Machado, Nr. 29
None, ot 2540
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monique Musialowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:42:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monique Musialowski
28522 Lancaster Dr.
Chesterfield, MI 48047
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

A. A.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:40:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
A. A.
690 Sapphire Cir
NV, NV 89509
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

katherine o"sullivan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:39:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
katherine o'sullivan
1825 Riverside drive
New York, NY 10034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marie Claire DeLuna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:37:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marie Claire DeLuna
2927 Banker Road
Fort Akinson, WI 53538
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

marina castro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:34:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
marina castro
viamonte 447
tigre, ot 1648
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:29:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Brown
142 Plantation Dr.
King, NC 27021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mikel Sola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:26:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mikel Sola
Jaktstigen 5
Sollentuna, ot 19258
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Walker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:24:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Walker
185 Dawna
Wadsworth, OH 44281
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcia Bonta
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:23:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marcia Bonta
618 Plummer's Hollow Road
Tyrone, PA 16686
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raymond Schamel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:19:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raymond Schamel
11874 County Road 120
Hesperus, CO 81326
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mehak Ratan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mehak Ratan
3 Cobblestone Way
Shrewsbury, MA 01545
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie Fisher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurie Fisher
10414 SW Bonanza Way
Tigard, OR 97224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Schulz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Schulz
Intrarea Sabinei, nr.3
None, ot 300424
RO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DEBORAH SMITH
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:17:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
TAKE NOTE...
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DEBORAH SMITH
3044 N.W. 30TH
OK, OK 73112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fiona King
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:16:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fiona King
17380 Road G
CO, CO 81321
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriela Duarte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:14:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriela Duarte
Pça Roosevelt 178
São Paulo, ot 01303
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

hariana dias
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:09:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
hariana dias
Calle 153 B # 153 A 29
Bogota, ot 110911
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Terrill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:02:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Terrill
2826 Syracuse Dr.
Irving, TX 75062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MEG GILL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:01:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MEG GILL
209 S 100 E
UT, UT 84339
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edith Kraycik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:00:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edith Kraycik
6820 E 80th St
Tulsa, OK 74133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edith Kraycik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:00:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edith Kraycik
6820 E 80th St
Tulsa, OK 74133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Proplesch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:57:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Proplesch
162 SW Lincoln Circle N
Saint Petersburg, FL 33703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:45:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Scott
167 Teilh Dr
CA, CA 95006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Campbell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:45:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Campbell
472 Arbella Loop
The Villages, FL 32162
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maud Nilsson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:43:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maud Nilsson
hyringa
Grästorp, GA 46795
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Gingras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:42:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Gingras
52 Bradford Commons Lane
Braintree, MA 02184
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Kirschling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:42:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Kirschling
633 Oak
San Francisco, CA 94117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa McTague
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:41:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa McTague
206 Foxcroft Village
Loch Sheldrake, NY 12759
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward Bennett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:40:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edward Bennett
5 Burlingame Street
Chicopee, MA 01013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheila Harkrider
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:39:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
Please stand up and be counted toward maintaining this area's beauty and promoting projects that improve air
quality.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend
taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Respectfully submitted,
Sheila Harkrider
960 Woodlawn Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nick Hood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:38:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nick Hood
5036 Peppertree Rd.
Clemmons, NC 27012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Wilsnack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:36:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Wilsnack
1355 High Site Drive
Minnesota, MN 55121
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Schulz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:33:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Schulz
Intrarea Sabinei, nr.3
None, ot 300424
RO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Abel Tapiero
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:32:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Abel Tapiero
414 Galveston Rd.
Brownsville, TX 78521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison Berke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:28:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing, as a concerned citizen and someone with family living in Puerto Rico, to urge you to reject federal
funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of
Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects
when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead
encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased
recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allison Berke
2570 W Bayshore Rd #2
Palo Alto, CA 94303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L. Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:27:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L. Peterson
1355 Decatur #2
Brooklyn, NY 11237
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Flores
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:27:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Flores
E. Belvedere Ave.
MD, MD 21212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shawn blaesing thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:25:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shawn blaesing thompson
5213 cervantes dr
Ames, IA 50014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

james Smiley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:24:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
james Smiley
684 Deadmon Rd
North Carolina, NC 27028
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Vesey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:22:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Vesey
16 SW Canby St
Oregon, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roselle Gaybbit
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:14:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roselle Gaybbit
sovet, 77
kazan, AL 42261
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Carpenter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:12:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Carpenter
22091 Oakwood St
Woodhaven, MI 48183
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Ghenoiu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:12:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Ghenoiu
33 West Hill Rd
Plattsburgh, NY 12901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary A Leon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:06:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary A Leon
5 Loop Street
San Antonio, TX 78212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynne Teplin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:02:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynne Teplin
846 Palmer Road #1A
Bronxville, NY 10708
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Poulsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:01:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Poulsen
6 Ray St
Connecticut, CT 06483
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Cleveland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:55:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Cleveland
716 Phoenix Street
Delavan, WI 53115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Misty Chapman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:53:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Misty Chapman
255 Hickory Hollow Road
South Carolina, SC 29671
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alicia Moreno
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:52:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alicia Moreno
Canar
Granada, ot 18003
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:46:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Smith
501 6th St NE
Byron, MN 55920
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

emilia boccagna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:44:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
emilia boccagna
via acri 95
catanzaro, ot 88100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dani Lawton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:43:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dani Lawton
69 Victoria road
Leeds, ot Ls6 1as
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Ballard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:43:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Ballard
18008 176th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Lee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:40:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Lee
17749 Chestnut Ave
Country Club Hills, IL 60478
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samuel Larkin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:38:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Samuel Larkin
2074 E. Goodman Ct.
Boise, ID 83712
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jess Adams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:35:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jess Adams
1520 SE Madison St
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Peralta
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:32:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Peralta
Creu gran 54
Terrassa, ot 08221
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Peralta
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:32:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Peralta
Creu gran 54
Terrassa, ot 08221
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vicki Wayne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:31:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vicki Wayne
PO Box 778
Lumberton, NC 28359
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric & Cedra Spragett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:26:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric & Cedra Spragett
1744 S. Contention Ln
Cottonwood, AZ 86326
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Morris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:14:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harm and would threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Morris
23693 Glenbrook Lane
Hayward, CA 94541
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabeth Bechmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:14:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dagny Dishman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:13:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dagny Dishman
41 Capp Street
San Francisco, CA 94110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabeth Bechmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:12:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

wendy leys
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:09:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
wendy leys
bremweg 13
None, ot 2220
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne Baldwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:08:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne Baldwin
22 E. University Blvd
tucson, AZ 85705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Hunrichs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:06:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Drive
Santee, CA 92071
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eve Powers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:03:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eve Powers
5200 Paanau Rd.
Koloa, HI 96756
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecile Danehy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:03:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecile Danehy
Merrick Street
Rumford, RI 02916
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Warner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:02:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Warner
363 Judge Ben Allen Rd.
Elizabethton, TN 37643
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cassandra Browning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:02:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cassandra Browning
2170 Raynor St
Salem, OR 97302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Wemer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:56:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim Wemer
1830 8th Ave.
Grinnell, IA 50112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia correia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:51:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia correia
port 307
portimão, MD 21250
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adnana Mihaela
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:50:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adnana Mihaela
10th, 26
Sf. Gheorghe, ot 99999
RO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kai Shannon Zacharias
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:49:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kai Shannon Zacharias
678 Deer Run Trail
Lebanon, OH 45036
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anita Hoos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:33:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anita Hoos
Kelvinstraat 30
Den Bosch, ot 5223ge
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Kim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:33:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Kim
33705 42nd Ct. S
Federal Way, WA 98001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marthinus Venter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:33:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marthinus Venter
12 Nerine Street
Carletonville, ot 2499
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pedro A. Cruz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:31:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pedro A. Cruz
J. López López
San Juan, PR 00925

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Kim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:27:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Kim
33705 42nd Ct. S
Federal Way, WA 98001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Rol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:25:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Rol
3355 Blackburn St
Dallas, TX 75204
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

thomas moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:23:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
thomas moore
15550 kingfield drive apt 1202
TX, TX 77084
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paola Scodellari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:22:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paola Scodellari
Via Taro 25
Roma, ot 00199
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amanda Colosky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:22:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amanda Colosky
2026 W. La Osa
AZ, AZ 85705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Jeffrey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:20:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Jeffrey
2508 Lower Greens Pl
Virginia Beach, VA 23456
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marion Walls
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:20:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marion Walls
10450 Keuka Drive
Jacksonville, FL 32218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicolas Wyss
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:19:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicolas Wyss
343 rue de la Pierre
Pougny, ot 01550
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Penny Whitaker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:18:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Penny Whitaker
1020 Chateau Woods Parkway
Conroe, TX 77385
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mona Grønbæk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:18:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mona Grønbæk
Vibevej 46
Videbæk, ot 6920
DK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Matulina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:17:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Matulina
8130 A1A S
St Augustine, FL 32080
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sonja Chardonnens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:16:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sonja Chardonnens
Vy d'Avenches 100
Domdidier, ot 1564
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Shaffer-O"Connell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:14:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Shaffer-O'Connell
3578 E. 18 Mile Rd
MI, MI 49774
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Limbach
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:11:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Limbach
Spaight
Madison, WI 53703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanne Feuerriegel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:11:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanne Feuerriegel
Morgenstern
Schellerten, ot 31174
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Reyes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:10:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Reyes
268 orange cemetery road
KY, KY 42261
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krshna Soneji
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:10:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Krshna Soneji
258 London Road
New York, NY 10031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristina Calle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:09:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cristina Calle
417 Williams Ave. S. #308
Renton, WA 98057
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Albert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:07:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Albert
56 Buena Vista Dr.
Freedom, CA 95019
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jasber singh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:06:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jasber singh
taiping
perak, ot 34000
MY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lisa allarde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:03:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lisa allarde
129 milan way
green lane, PA 18054
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brittany Irwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:02:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brittany Irwin
14 Arnold Park Apt F
Rochester, NY 14607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:01:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia fischer
aptos. taraxa,44
tarajalejo - fuerteventura, ot 35629
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emma Shook
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emma Shook
2479 Eaton Rd.
OH, OH 44118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darlene Wolf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:57:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darlene Wolf
1705 Gordon Dr
Naples, FL 34102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

panagiotis rigopoulos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:56:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
panagiotis rigopoulos
agiou georgiou 77
patra, ot 26225
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie Van Leekwijck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:53:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie Van Leekwijck
Boterlaarbaan 184
Deurne, ot 97005
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mariana Bozic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:50:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mariana Bozic
Berislaviceva
z, ot 10000
HR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Madeline Isho
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:50:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Madeline Isho
155 Cherry Street #709
ONTARIO, ON N2G 4V2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sudhir Pandi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:48:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sudhir Pandi
417 GSM
Puttaparthi, ot 515134
IN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peggy Fix
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:47:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peggy Fix
6111 Anchorport Circle NW
Canton, OH 44718
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn kelly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:46:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn kelly
72 East 7th Street
New York, NY 10003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Antonella Marinelli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:44:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Antonella Marinelli
via Dei Mille, 16
Sammichele di Bari, ot 70010
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jackie Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:42:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jackie Thompson
4257 Lorrain St
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Dutton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:41:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Dutton
143 N. Lucerne Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Carey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:41:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Carey
1815 21st Drive
Astoria, NY 11105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PATRICK BOOT
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:39:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
PATRICK BOOT
4130 Beaver Brooke
Dallas, TX 75229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

francesco deiure
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:38:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
francesco deiure
vico amelio
SAMMICHELE DI BARI, ot 70010

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark M Giese
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:37:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark M Giese
1520 Bryn Mawr Ave
Racine, WI 53403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Mays
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:36:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teresa Mays
7030 W Morning Dove Dr.
Arizona, AZ 85308
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ryan Burger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:33:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ryan Burger
3130 rawhide dr
Lincoln, NE 68507
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Alvarez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:31:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teresa Alvarez
Pellegrini   1068
Rosario, ot 02000
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rainer Hertel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:31:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rainer Hertel
Hagelgatan 26
Gaevle, ot 80275
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Kutilek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:31:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Kutilek
601 S 15 St.
San Jose, CA 95112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

phillip hope
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:28:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
phillip hope
248 10th st
New York, NY 11215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Medina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:28:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Medina
PO Box 1944
Lenox, MA 01240
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rainer Hertel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:28:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rainer Hertel
Hagelgatan 26
Gaevle, ot 80275
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jasmina Cuk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:27:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jasmina Cuk
Karolinska v 18
NY, NY 12345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sanna Ohlin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:23:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sanna Ohlin
Svedalavägen
Malmö, ot 23841
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nylka Pinero
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:21:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nylka Pinero
Condominio Jardines Metropolitanos1 Apto 9L
San Juan, PR 00927
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack Locker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:19:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jack Locker
419 main St. #317
CA, CA 92648
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maryn Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:19:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maryn Jones
3507 Seffner Dr
FL, FL 34691
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Russell Weusz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:18:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Russell Weusz
319 Laguna St
CA, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca W Kindred
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:18:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca W Kindred
210 Warren Ln
Brevard, NC 28712
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nina nadelman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:14:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nina nadelman
119 Lily Pond Lane
Katonah, NY 10536
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Bobay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:10:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Bobay
7879 Sudeley Ct
OH, OH 43081
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helen Cu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:06:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helen Cu
45 8th Avenue
NY, NY 11217
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claudia Wornum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:04:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claudia Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Oakland, CA 94605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marinell Daniel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:02:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marinell Daniel
4070 La Colina Rd.
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Milne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:58:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Milne
91 Clay Street
Massachusetts, MA 02170
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Holtzhausen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:55:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Holtzhausen
P.O. Box 1573 Fontainebleau
Gauteng, ot 2032
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Holtzhausen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:55:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Holtzhausen
P.O. Box 1573 Fontainebleau
Gauteng, ot 2032
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Pooler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:54:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Pooler
4942 N Washtenaw
Chicago, IL 60625
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:50:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Ward
812 W. Port Au Prince Ln.
Arizona, AZ 85023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Milewski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:48:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Milewski
8391 Johnson Street
Pembroke Pines, FL 33024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Wenks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:46:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Wenks
4879 Leigh Ave.
San Jose, CA 95124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sydney Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:45:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sydney Jones
2901 Euclid Ave. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laila Sunde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:44:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laila Sunde
Tyssedalsvegen 29
Province/state, ot 5750
NO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Kristin Eriksen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:42:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Kristin Eriksen
Maltrostveien 5
Vikersund, ot N-3370
NO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ewa Wojtkiewicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:40:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ewa Wojtkiewicz
Warszawska
Pozna?, ot 61-047
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeffrey Stone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:38:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Stone
909 Bennett Dr
Yreka, CA 96097
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allan Fix
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:33:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allan Fix
1305 Solano Apt G
Albany, CA 94706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

A. O.Schaller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:33:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
A. O.Schaller
KStr. 63
Leimbach, IA 36433
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcia Halligan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:28:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marcia Halligan
S 4001 River Road
Viroqua, WI 54665
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carly Steel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:26:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carly Steel
1809 Cross Draw
Leander, TX 78641
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Lebon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:26:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Lebon
300 Gilkeson Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beatrice lelievre
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:26:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beatrice lelievre
10 av marechal foch
rcm, ot 06190
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pat gilbert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:25:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
pat gilbert
4142 Scranton
carmichael, CA 95608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heidi Myers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:25:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heidi Myers
6861 Brindle Heath Way
Alexandria, VA 22315
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marc Schoenberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:24:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marc Schoenberg
21761 S. Brandon
Farmington HIlls, MI 48336
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Burke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:21:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Burke
10455 E Via Linda, Apt 124
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beth Raynis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:18:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beth Raynis
1537 Warbler Dr
Naperville, IL 60565
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beatrice lelievre
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:16:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beatrice lelievre
10 av marechal foch
rcm, ot 06190
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alicia Guevara
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:14:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alicia Guevara
Ugarteche 3270
Buenos Aires, ot C1425EVJ
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tristan sophia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:12:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
Sincerely,
Tristan sophia
po box 736
Absarokee, MT 59001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Kastern
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:12:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Kastern
7062 Lawrence Farm Lane
Randleman, NC 27317
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Veronica Cox
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:12:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Veronica Cox
5893 Quarry Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Chenoweth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:09:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Chenoweth
2525 De Soto Drive
TEXAS, TX 78733
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Girou
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:08:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Girou
4122 SW Austin St
Washington, WA 98136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Branden Fike
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:07:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Branden Fike
5631 s 33rd west ave
Tulsa, OK 74107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alison Smetana
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:07:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alison Smetana
3719 East Bellevue Street
AZ, AZ 85716
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KEVIN WIKER
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:05:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
KEVIN WIKER
102 GENISE DR
Pennsylvania, PA 19460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Scholz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:05:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Scholz
229 Prospect Avenue
Bayonne, NJ 07002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Pope
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:04:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Pope
327 west 19th st
new york, NY 10011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Mendousa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:03:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Mendousa
20 Cross Rd
Orleans, MA 02653
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Benoît Cobut
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:02:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Benoît Cobut
Rue de la Plage
Fosses-la-Ville, ot 5070
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Petteway
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:57:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Petteway
808 N Spring St # 616
Los Angeles, CA 90012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sara sexton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:56:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sara sexton
301 Boliver
TX, TX 76266
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margareta Car
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:54:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margareta Car
Ivana Gundulica 24
Crikvenica, ot 51260
HR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Wadsworth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:53:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrew Wadsworth
125 W 33rd Street
Reading, PA 19606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nathalie Curry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:53:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nathalie Curry
18811 Sparkling Water Dr Apt 204
Germantown, MD 20874
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Asfa Aman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:52:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Asfa Aman
Clementi west st 2
Singapore, ot 120714
SG

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Bridgewater
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:49:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Bridgewater
176 E. 3rd St.
NY, NY 10009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cotton, Douglas E
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC; Splenda, Jot
RE: Arecibo EIS
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:47:53 AM

Lauren,
If RUS were to schedule a second public hearing, what would be the time frame for this meeting?
Thanks,
Doug
From: McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC [mailto:Lauren.McGee@wdc.usda.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 11:40 AM
To: Splenda, Jot <JSplenda@louisberger.com>; Cotton, Douglas E <DCotton@louisberger.com>
Subject: Arecibo EIS
Jot and Doug,
RUS has received a request to conduct another hearing on the Draft EIS. RUS leadership has asked
that I provide an estimate on this effort. When free, do you mind drafting a quick quote (does not
have to be official) that includes Louis Berger personnel, facility fees, newspaper notifications, and
Spanish/English transcription. If readily available, do you also mind providing an estimate for
simultaneous translation services on a hourly basis. The sooner you can provide this info, the
better.
Thanks,
Lauren McGee Rayburn
Environmental Scientist | Rural Utilities Service (RUS)
Rural Development | U.S. Department of Agriculture
Mailing Address: 84 Coxe Ave. | Suite 1E | Asheville, NC 28801
Office: (202) 695-2540 | Mobile: (202) 779-1344 | Fax: (202) 690-0649
Email: lauren.mcgee@wdc.usda.gov
www.rd.usda.gov | "Committed to the future of rural communities"
USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

This message, including any attachments hereto, may contain privileged and/or confidential information and is
intended solely for the attention and use of the intended addressee(s). If you are not the intended addressee, you
may neither use, copy, nor deliver to anyone this message or any of its attachments. In such case, you should
immediately destroy this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply mail. Unless made by a
person with actual authority conferred by Louis Berger, the information and statements herein do not constitute a
binding commitment or warranty by Louis Berger. Louis Berger assumes no responsibility for any misperceptions,
errors or misunderstandings. You are urged to verify any information that is confusing and report any
errors/concerns to us in writing.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juanita Hull-Carlson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:46:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juanita Hull-Carlson
21125 W. Walnut Creek Rd
Prescott, AZ 86305
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:44:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bob Thomas
2001 Weaver Rd
Myrtle Creek, OR 97457
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Creswell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:43:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Creswell
1300 N Fir Villa Road
Dallas, OR 97338
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Dix
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:39:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Dix
34580 Hwy D
Dousman, WI 53118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonnie Ricca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:39:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Ricca
372 Belmont
Redwood City, CA 94061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Cooper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:37:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Cooper
1 Stanhill Dve
Gold Coast, ot 4217
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Penelope Speier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:37:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Penelope Speier
114 Camp Street #301
San Antonio, TX 78204
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Feissel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:37:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Feissel
PO Box 274
CA, CA 95945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Councilman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:36:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Councilman
8801 Westmoreland Lane
St Louis Park, MN 55426
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Burnett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:36:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Burnett
3750 Santa Rosa Creek Road
Cambria, CA 93428
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Piers Tyler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:36:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Piers Tyler
Sycamore Farm, Goulds Road, Alphamstone
BURES, ot CO8 5HP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael chase
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:35:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michael chase
3744 lilly rd south
jacksonville, FL 32207
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Fraidstern
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:34:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Fraidstern
540 Ocean Parkway
brooklyn, NY 11218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gregory Ptucha
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Puerto Rico Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:34:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gregory Ptucha
4821 Monterey Way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber MacPherson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:34:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber MacPherson
1330 Lafayette St. #35
Denver, CO 80218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Burde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:30:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Burde
PO Box 272
Jericho, VT 05465
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Cooper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:30:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Cooper
1 Stanhill Dve
Gold Coast, ot 4217
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Reardon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:29:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Reardon
51 College Ave.
Somerville, MA 02144
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chaz berlusconi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:28:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chaz berlusconi
20 Amber Ridge
IL, IL 01099
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Spiel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:27:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Spiel
1533 Longwood Dr
Norfolk, VA 23508
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

I. Schuite
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:27:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
I. Schuite
Moesmate 1111
zutphen, ot 23456
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jasmin Engel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:24:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jasmin Engel
Tulpenweg
Darmstadt, ot 64291
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaina Valzania
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:23:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaina Valzania
Post Road
Greenland, NH 03840
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tracy faunce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:22:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tracy faunce
410 B street
penrose, CO 81240
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Abbott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:21:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bruce Abbott
3 Slates End
Newark, DE 19702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sj Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:19:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sj Jones
Marbham
Nottingham, ot Ng35aa
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Sarabia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:18:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Sarabia
407 west longview
Stockton, CA 95207
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabeth N.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:17:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth N.
7914 S. Luella Ave.
Chicago, IL 60617
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Wiehemeijer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:16:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Wiehemeijer
Pogumerstrasse 10
Jemgum, ot 26844
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Lewis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:15:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherry Lewis
PO Box 31331
Santa Fe, NM 87594
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tony moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:11:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tony moore
67 temple rhydding drive
bradford, ot BD17 5PX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lynne stokes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:10:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lynne stokes
67 temple rhydding drive
bradford, ot BD17 5PX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Suit
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:10:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Suit
184 Narrow Lane
Falling Waters, WV 25419
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Starkweather
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:10:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Starkweather
110 Jennings Ln
Durham, NC 27713
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Waddell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:08:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Waddell
223C Huntington Park Bay NW
Calgary, AB T2K 5H5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vivienne Ben-Shir
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:08:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vivienne Ben-Shir
4 Derby Court, Derby Road
London, ot E18 2PT
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jon Hager
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:07:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jon Hager
11760 S 1300 W
Riverton, UT 84065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nadine chatel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:06:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nadine chatel
12 rue j-b clément
GENTILLY, ot 94250
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phyllis Chavez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:06:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Chavez
2112 Ocean Park Blvd., #5
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kyme Rathke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:05:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kyme Rathke
919 N 5th St Apt 8
Sheboygan, WI 53081
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Tinkle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:05:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Tinkle
116 Drew Drive
Catlin, IL 61817
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marc Grawunder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Waste Incinerator/Puerto Rico
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:05:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marc Grawunder
Sennlicher Esch 8
Westerkappeln, ot 49492
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Evon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:03:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to ask you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Evon
1760 Hennepin Avenue, #34
Minneapolis, MN 55403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marda De Wet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:03:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marda De Wet
2 Seashore Drive
NJ, NJ 08243
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elzbieta Beck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:03:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elzbieta Beck
46 Manton
Peterborough, ot PE39YT
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Toni Lapointe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:02:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Toni Lapointe
291 Springfield Street
Chicopee, MA 01013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Clark
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:01:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Clark
7012 San Bartolo
Carlsbad, CA 92011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aldora Perez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 11:01:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aldora Perez
1101 Queen Anne Ave. N. Apt.302
Seattle, WA 98109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

wendy smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:59:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
wendy smith
lea bank
nelson, ot bb98tt
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Govreau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:59:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Govreau
1928 Beacon Way SE
RENTON, WA 98058
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Dosch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:58:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Dosch
ON540 MA Center Dr., #3
Elburn, IL 60119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Onofrio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
URGENT!! Please do what is right and Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator - PLEASE!!
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:57:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Onofrio
60 Zoa Avenue
Johnson City, NY 13790
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karin Peck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:56:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karin Peck
6401 Coyle Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Christian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:56:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Christian
960 White Avenue
Grand Junction, CO 81501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Javier Hernández
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:52:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Javier Hernández
1921 E
Hatillo, PR 00659

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy F
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:51:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy F
26 Bigelow St #1
Brighton, MA 01235
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan L Petrella
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:49:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan L Petrella
2455 Cambridge Avenue
Fullerton, CA 92835
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David lUDLUM
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:49:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David lUDLUM
229 S. Harrison St.
Princeton, NJ 08540
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

steve putrich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:48:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
steve putrich
2413 Huntleigh Rd
Springfield, IL 62704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Bravo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:46:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Bravo
108 Belle Plaine Ave.
Park Ridge, IL 60068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Kuntzmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:46:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Kuntzmann
Allinges
Lausanne, ot 1006
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eleanor Wootten
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:44:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
This letter is to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eleanor Wootten
PO Box 190
Gila, NM 88038
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Brooks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:44:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Brooks
7088 W Oakmeadow Dr
La Porte, IN 46350
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

steve putrich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:44:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
steve putrich
2413 Huntleigh Rd
Springfield, IL 62704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Bodian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:42:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Bodian
47 Piper Ln
Ca, CA 94930
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adam D"Onofrio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:42:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adam D'Onofrio
25118 Smith Grove Rd.
VA, VA 23803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lindsey McMahan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:42:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lindsey McMahan
14706 Jordan Branch Ln
Humble, TX 77396
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Munoz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:38:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Munoz
Autopiosta norte km19
Chia, ot 11111
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rita F.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:37:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rita F.
PO Box 162
Aguilar, CO 81020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Ellison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:37:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Ellison
4400 NW 5 Ave
Deerfield Beach, FL 33064
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cathy Voltaggio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:37:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cathy Voltaggio
5013 Dull Knife Drive
Austin, TX 78759
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron Bouchard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:36:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aaron Bouchard
43 Clermont cres
Dartmouth, NS b2w4n9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tina Bluefield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:35:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tina Bluefield
POB 3392
California, CA 92285
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julianne Dorset
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:35:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julianne Dorset
1741 Main Street
Stratford, CT 06615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Adam
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:35:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Adam
7520 Planters Loop
TX, TX 77808
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jay Kelley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:35:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jay Kelley
46 Elderwood Drive
Stoughton, MA 02072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donny Jett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:34:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donny Jett
4118 Bull Creek Road
Austin, TX 78731
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gilda Bayegan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:34:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gilda Bayegan
mid lane
houston, TX 77027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Nutley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:33:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Nutley
1825 Oak Lodge Drive
Pearland, TX 77581
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

averi niemuth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:33:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
averi niemuth
3568 douglas ave apt 222
WI, WI 53402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kenneth Lapointe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:32:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Lapointe
2781 Mozart
Ottawa, ON K1T2P9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Hackney
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:31:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Hackney
309 Farrens Creek Ln
Grangeville, ID 83530
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fredrick Seil
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:29:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosemarie Blatteau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:25:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosemarie Blatteau
4728 Vista Street
Philadelphia, PA 19136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jeff boden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:23:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jeff boden
2420 1/2 E 11th Ave
denver, CO 80206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Velez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:22:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Velez
911 Wills St
Delran, NJ 08075
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Cathcart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:20:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Cathcart
3018 38 Ave S.
Minneapolis, MN 55406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Kostis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:20:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Kostis
261 W. 28th St. Apt. 2C
New York, NY 10001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MIgdalia Alvarez-Ruiz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:18:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MIgdalia Alvarez-Ruiz
2321 Ave Univ Cond Mirador 2302
Ponce, PR 00717
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Hemzacek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:17:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Hemzacek
6134 Western Ave
IL, IL 60527
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Lewis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:16:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Lewis
250 Furnace Bk Pkwy
Quincy, ME 01269
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Loretta Olsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:13:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Loretta Olsen
9569 State Route 380
Wilmington, OH 45177
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matt LaPlante
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:13:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matt LaPlante
18000 Armitage Ct
Homewood, IL 60430
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martin Kornbluh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:08:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martin Kornbluh
300East Overlook Apt.343
Port vWashington, NY 11050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renate Kemedinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:06:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Renate Kemedinger
Grillg. 16
Vienna, ot 6241
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Kampa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:03:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Kampa
3120 Hardin Way
Soquel, CA 95073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Evelyn Haas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:02:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Evelyn Haas
7832 Lister St.
Phila., PA 19152
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Litsa Katsarou
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 10:01:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Litsa Katsarou
65 Kerasountos
Athens, ot 12242
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Sons
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:59:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Sons
15464 W, 147th St
Illinois, IL 60491
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosana Melo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:58:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosana Melo
r Cayowaa 1776 ap 82c
None, ot 01258010
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Hamer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:56:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Hamer
17227 NE 195th St
Washington, WA 98072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Delaney
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:56:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Delaney
815 Robin Road
PA, PA 17601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

m. cecilia dallari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely, m.cecilia dallari
m. cecilia dallari
via de amicis, 45
modena, ot 41123
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Francine Gallart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Francine Gallart
44 rue ferdinand theule
sète, ot 34200
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cayla Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cayla Anderson
12401 E 52nd Ter
Missouri, MO 64133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Kesterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:51:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Kesterson
421 S Mill St Apt B
Marshfield, MO 65706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DOLORES MORENO
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:49:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DOLORES MORENO
MERCURIO
MADRID, NC 28032
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ana Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:47:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ana Rodriguez
7080 SW 23rd ST APT 213
Miami, FL 33155
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Richardson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:44:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Richardson
PO Box 638
Eagar, AZ 85925
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vanna Pagnozzi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:44:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vanna Pagnozzi
Hospitalstr.10a
Choose a State, ot 64560
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Harper Tobin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:44:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Harper Tobin
7521 Blair Road #13
Maryland, MD 20912
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Horwood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:42:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Horwood
13-333 Home Street
Stratford, ON N5A 2A5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Robinson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:42:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Robinson
108 N Belvedere Blvd
Memphis, TN 38104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Hamather
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:40:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Hamather
Woodmere Dr.
FL, FL 32210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Snavely
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:40:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Snavely
2706 Redbud Lane, #4
Lawrence, KS 66046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krista Schumacher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:39:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Krista Schumacher
33721 W McCrackin Rd
OK, OK 74044
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Waller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:37:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Waller
155
None, ot SE24 9LR
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Whipple
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:35:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Whipple
6738 Madison Ave
Madison, OH 44057
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jenell Lentz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:34:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jenell Lentz
804 18th Ave
Coralville, IA 52241
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Devon Seltzer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:33:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Devon Seltzer
5856 Old Oak Ridge Rd.
NC, NC 27410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stew schrauger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:26:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stew schrauger
7717 e. broken wagon way
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angelika Engels
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:26:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angelika Engels
Marbachweg 85
Frankfurt, ot 60435
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicole O"Neil
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:26:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicole O'Neil
2445 Theresa Blvd
Binghamton, NY 13903
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tamara Ashley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:26:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tamara Ashley
PO Box 1023
IN, IN 46546
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:25:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup
Loehrbachsgraben 5
Allendorf, ot 35469
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JANELL SMITH
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:22:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
JANELL SMITH
PO BOX 26
New Douglas, IL 62074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Peltze
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:18:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alan Peltze
482 Bentley Road
Parkton, MD 21120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly OBrien
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:17:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelly OBrien
2618 E Vista Dr
Arizona, AZ 85032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kally Goschke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:14:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kally Goschke
87-2802 Mamalahoa
Captain cook, HI 96704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dychi Fujimaki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:12:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dychi Fujimaki
4148 Green Meadows Blvd. #12
Ypsilanti, MI 48197
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jennifer sosa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:12:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jennifer sosa
av la plata 410
None, ot 1235
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Blake
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:12:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Blake
2891 Ninta Dr
Prescott, AZ 86301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna K
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:10:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna K
Vista
CA, CA 90046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Schneider
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:09:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Schneider
2029 Tulip Street
California, CA 92105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hendricka Samytowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:07:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hendricka Samytowski
4/23 Fitzpatrick Way
Noranda, ot 6062
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lena Rehberger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:05:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lena Rehberger
Ledgeview Rd
Macedonia, OH 44056
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Salome Argyropoulos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:03:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Salome Argyropoulos
Grace Park Ave
VIC, ot 3171
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janina Grage
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:01:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janina Grage
Wilhelmstr. 42
Herne, ot 44649
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Sullivan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:01:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Sullivan
6405 bridge rd, unit103
Wisconsin, WI 53713
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:00:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Smith
2636 W Boss Arnold Rd
Knoxville, MD 21758
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber Bonitatibus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 9:00:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber Bonitatibus
1307 Marshall St.
McMechen, WV 26040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ewa Piasecka
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:59:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ewa Piasecka
Mickiewicza 27
Warsaw, ot 01562
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Mayfair
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:58:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Mayfair
15405 Princeton St.
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ku Rr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:57:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ku Rr
21 Rue Desforges
Florida, FL 23080
MU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexander Gaya
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:55:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexander Gaya
1550 Dana Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Giovanni Zanotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:55:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Giovanni Zanotti
Via Giulio 13
Rivarolo, ot 10086
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maryann Stork
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:54:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maryann Stork
22 cambridge ct
Fairbury, IL 61739
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Regan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:52:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Regan
5413 N. Cloquet Rd.
Duluth, MN 55810
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:52:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Smith
26 Rich St
MA, MA 02451
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anita Parish
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:51:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anita Parish
P.O. Box 483
Sweet Home, OR 97386
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Viergutz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:51:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Viergutz
5227 Daleside Avenue
Parma, OH 44134
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

freddie williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:51:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
freddie williams
p.o. box 12334, benoryn,
benoni, ot 01504
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Gilchrist
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:49:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bill Gilchrist
33834 N 52ND ST
Arizona, AZ 85331
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heidi Parvela
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:48:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heidi Parvela
Näkinkuja
VI, VI 00530
FI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CHARLOTTE COOK
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:47:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
CHARLOTTE COOK
3348 DOLOMAR DR
CINCINNATI, OH 45239
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Phelps
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:46:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslie Phelps
150 W Village Pl #116
Ithaca, NY 14850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Hermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:45:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Hermann
7805 Braniff Circle
Cicero, NY 13039
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Petrikowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:45:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Petrikowski
Friedlandstr. 2
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angelique Delattre
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:45:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angelique Delattre
35 rue de la papeterie
None, ot 91100
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Agnetha Broecker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:44:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Agnetha Broecker
Juedenwg 3
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jona Petrikowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:44:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jona Petrikowski
Friedlandstr. 2
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claudia Petrikowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:43:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claudia Petrikowski
Friedlandstr. 2
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ingrid Broecker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:43:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ingrid Broecker
Juedenwg 3
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Burkhard Broecker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:42:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Burkhard Broecker
Juedenwg 3
Hoevelhof, ot 33161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marine Barseghian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:42:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marine Barseghian
1869 83 St.
Brooklyn, NY 11214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jana cipik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:39:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jana cipik
poruba 190
michalovce, AL 07233
SK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Murray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:34:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Murray
1684 W. 1st St.
Brooklyn, NY 11223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chiara Gori
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:33:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chiara Gori
Via cava 46L
Italia, ot 59100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LINDA caycedo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:33:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LINDA caycedo
6771 yellowstone blvd 3k
NY, NY 11375
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel and Mary Bonham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:32:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joel and Mary Bonham
261 Spittler Rd.
Pine Grove, PA 17963
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chantal Buslot
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:31:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chantal Buslot
Meybroekstraat 46
Hasselt, ot 3510
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyle Dougherty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:29:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lyle Dougherty
2645 south blvd
Troy, MI 48098
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mazdak Moghadam
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:28:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mazdak Moghadam
1202 York Mills Rd
Toronto, ON M3A1Y2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Nong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:28:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Nong
964 Balboa St.
Morro Bay, CA 93442
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Dewees
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:26:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Dewees
1374 Queen St
Pottstown, PA 19464
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

stéphane dachy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:23:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
stéphane dachy
rue de l'industrie,69
Saint-Servais, ot 5002
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherri Wiegman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:22:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to REJECT federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherri Wiegman
Stabler St
MI, MI 48910
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vicki Lefler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:20:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vicki Lefler
16096 131st Wy N
Jupiter, FL 33478
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aimee Mendes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:17:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aimee Mendes
432 Foundry St.
North Easton, MA 02356
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JULIA CABRERA-WOSCEK
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:16:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
JULIA CABRERA-WOSCEK
pobox 1216
haymarket, VA 20168
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

diane fedele
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:15:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
diane fedele
14 argonne road east
hampton bays, NY 11946
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick Vogelsong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:11:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patrick Vogelsong
443 W Penn St.
Carlisle, PA 17013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sonia vitale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:10:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sonia vitale
corso croce 29
Choose a State, ot 10135
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

THEODORE SPACHIDAKIS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:06:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
THEODORE SPACHIDAKIS
II MERARCHIAS 2
PIRAEUS, ot 18535
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D.E. Whitcomb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:06:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D.E. Whitcomb
255 E Jacinto
Tucson, AZ 85705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Galligan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:04:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Galligan
30 Parry Road
Stamford, CT 06907
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Vieira
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:03:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
New York, NY 10312
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kerstin Strobl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 8:02:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kerstin Strobl
Enzianstr. 10
Marktoberdorf, ot 87616
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Willem van Erpq
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:59:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Willem van Erpq
Wilack 308
Uden, ot 5403 VW
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Pesko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:58:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Pesko
224 Ellwood Beach Road
Shell Lake, WI 54871
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bridget Spann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:57:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bridget Spann
1210 Hancock Rd.
Williamstown, MA 01267
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Brooks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:51:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandy Brooks
1402 South River Road
Buffalo City, WI 54622
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Catherine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:51:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Catherine
132 East 35TH ST
New York, NY 10016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meryl Pinque
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:50:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meryl Pinque
Odlin Rd
Bangor, ME 04401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Garriel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:48:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Garriel
96 Godfrey Ave
Bayville, NY 11709
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ISABEL CERVERA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:44:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ISABEL CERVERA
GUETARIA, 104
NC, NC 28041
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

G Allen Daily
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:44:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
G Allen Daily
4119 N 110th St
Wauwatosa, WI 53222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Levesque
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:43:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Levesque
29 Pratt Ave, Apt 11
Lowell, MA 01851
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sabine Abraham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:37:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sabine Abraham
street
city, ot 1
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alex Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:32:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alex Taylor
39 the stables
perth, ot PH1 2TW
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

barry werbowsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:28:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
barry werbowsky
1698 victoria park ave
north york, CO 56984
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:28:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Thomas
489 Acacia Drive
Sarasota, FL 34234
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Allison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:24:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Allison
108 Ervin Rd
Pipersville, PA 18947
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicholas Seaman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:23:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Seaman
16 benfield Ave, Mt Albert,
Auckland,, ot 1025
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Gulley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:22:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Gulley
PO Box 3115
Memphis, TN 38173
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ivo Müller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:21:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ivo Müller
Goethestr. 4
Villingen, ot 78048
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mari Oki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:18:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mari Oki
2-6-35 Kajigaya Sakaeku
Yokohama, ot 2470009
JP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raouchaia Reda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:18:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raouchaia Reda
Ayios Loukas
Aliveri, ot 34500
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:17:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Taylor
5810 Chippewa Trail
Fort Smith, AR 72904
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marco Baracca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:14:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marco Baracca
Via Teramo 29
Milano, ot 20142
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annie Wei
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:13:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annie Wei
Queensland
Queensland, ot 4870
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Virginia Mendez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:08:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Virginia Mendez
NE 173 street
Florida, FL 33160
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanna Sikorski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:06:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanna Sikorski
Kleiststrasse 45
Braunschweig, ot 38124
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Hamilton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:05:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Hamilton
9087 Tioughanack Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lee whitehall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:04:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lee whitehall
79 freemans way
deal, ot ct14 9dq
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

matthew genaze
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:03:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
matthew genaze
334 harvard street
cambridge, MA 02139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Wall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:02:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Wall
23 Hughey St.
Nashua, NH 03064
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Birdwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:02:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Birdwell
8905 Wren
Orange, TX 77630
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trina Bornejko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:02:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. I have friends who came from the island, what is needed
is jobs on the island that help protect its natural beauty and promote sustainable agriculture and tourism.
Sincerely,
Trina Bornejko
1940 E. SpringValley Paintersville Rd
Xenia, OH 45385
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvie Auger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:01:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvie Auger
2050, rue du Boise
Trois-Rivieres, QC G8Y 6S9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

barret flavie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:01:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
barret flavie
38 rue du ranelagh
paris, ot 75016
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna-Marie Soper-O"Rourke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 7:00:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna-Marie Soper-O'Rourke
1331 N. Crossing Dr., NE
Atlanta, GA 30329
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Chambers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:59:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Chambers
PO Box 212
Abingdon, MD 21009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tatiana Fedotova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:57:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tatiana Fedotova
Sovetskyi
Cherepovets, ot 162622
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Branca Plantier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:54:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Branca Plantier
Rua Adelino Amaro da Costa, 9
Paço de Arcos, ot 2780 545
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabeth Richter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:52:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Richter
Strelzhofgasse 50
Wiener Neustadt, ot 23450
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lois Clymer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:51:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lois Clymer
rue de la Place Neuve
La Gaude, ot 06610
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meredith Sampson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:47:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meredith Sampson
27 Park Avenue
Old Greenwich, CT 06870
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Costa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:43:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Costa
ny
ny, NY 10035
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

evan kleinberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:41:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
evan kleinberg
10 old pine drive
east hampton, NY 11937
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arlene Forwand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:40:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arlene Forwand
8 Hampton Hill Ct.
Huntington, NY 11743
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pia Vartabedian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:39:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pia Vartabedian
161 Holland St.
Cranston, RI 02920
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

maria magdalena mestre vicedo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:36:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
maria magdalena mestre vicedo
massanella 8
palma de mallorca, ot 07013
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cherrie Kerwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:34:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cherrie Kerwell
417 N Durkee St Apt 5
Appleton, WI 54911
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:34:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Mitchell
34 White Birch Terrace
Kinnelon, NJ 07405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cazzani catherine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:31:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
cazzani catherine
17, rue des framboises
Villé, ot 67220
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

laura percoco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:22:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
laura percoco
lungotevere di pietrapapa 61
roma, ot 00146
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joe Connors
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:21:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joe Connors
300 W. 145th St.
New York, NY 10039
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renata Bartoli, PhD
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:21:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Renata Bartoli, PhD
6 Romney Drive
Harrow, ot HA2
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bianca Sodfried
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:20:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bianca Sodfried
Türkenhain 4
Purbach, ot 7083
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Plante
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:19:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise Plante
2775 Gay's Circle
Dearing, GA 30808
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Simon Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:17:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Simon Thomas
7 rhoden road
oswaldtwistle, ot bb5 3qq
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Leon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:12:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Leon
Schulstraße
Hetlingen, ot 25491
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Burge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:11:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Burge
128 Cucumber Hill rd.
RI, RI 02825
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katalin Apathy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:04:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katalin Apathy
Rozsa 46.
Dunaharaszti, ot 2330
HU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bálint Üveges
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:00:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bálint Üveges
Szövetkezet u. 55
Pápa, ot H-8500
HU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslene Dunn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 6:00:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslene Dunn
Clarendon Crescent
Cape Town, ot 74051
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

W Mollberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:59:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
W Mollberg
4521 French St
Jacksonville, FL 32205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

myriam bois
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:58:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
myriam bois
23 rue de la baume
VOLONNE, ME 04290
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Johan Lindsjö
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:52:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Johan Lindsjö
Almstigen 24
Uppsala, ot 75654
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mario giannone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:51:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mario giannone
via puglia 11
florence, ot 50145
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Voronina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:50:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Voronina
Yana Rainisa 3-27
Moscow, ot 125363
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracey Katsouros
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:47:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracey Katsouros
1322 Harwich Dr.
Waldorf, MD 20601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PauleAnne Pruneau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:43:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
PauleAnne Pruneau
7820 Jamesford Rd
Baltimore, MD 21222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Mikolich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:42:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Mikolich
3162 King St
vineland, ON L0R2C0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Holly Stachnik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:41:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Holly Stachnik
1114 Elwood St
Rome, NY 13440
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tami B.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:40:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tami B.
Saarstr
FDS, ot 72250
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Tucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:40:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Tucker
12 Queens Road
Tunbridge Wells, ot TN4 9LU
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ida Melin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:33:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ida Melin
Ginstvägen 3
Ystad, ot 27171
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ken Ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:25:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ken Ward
140 Bleecker St
NY, NY 12078
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah John
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:21:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah John
63 Worple avenue
London, ot tw77hy
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Frullo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:21:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Frullo
55 Beech Street
Westwood, NJ 07675
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pauline Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:19:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pauline Scott
93,Gilbey Road
London, CA SW170QQ
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chantal Buslot
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:19:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chantal Buslot
Meybroekstraat 46
Hasselt, ot 3510
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Hillen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Hillen
Pro Box 437
Romney, WV 26757
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Clare Grierson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Clare Grierson
118 Cudham Lane North
None, ot TN14 7QS
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ketan khandekar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:18:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ketan khandekar
1105/1 shivajinagar,model colony,thorat chowk,opposite dsk toyot
pune, ot 411016
IN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tricia Hamilton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:17:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tricia Hamilton
10 Maple Lane
Shirley, NY 11967
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Hensgen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:13:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Hensgen
4632 W. Lamb Ave.
FL, FL 33629
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sweetyee ling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:11:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sweetyee ling
48, jalan 5D, taman intan baiduri
Select one, ot 52100
MY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Zerzan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:10:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Zerzan
16912 falcon lane
Sonoma, CA 95476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Kljuce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:03:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Kljuce
158 jamescook drive endeavour hills
Melbourne, ot 3802
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emma Button
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:03:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emma Button
11 Waterloo Road
Kent, ot ME102LN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

simona de nicola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 5:00:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
simona de nicola
via del laghetto 52
fiano romano, ot 00065
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas McMillan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:56:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas McMillan
Rathellen
Carlow, ot n/a
IE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Ferri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:55:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Ferri
Waswiesstrasse 9
None, ot 8344
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janine Vinton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:53:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janine Vinton
12 William Street
Victoria, ot 3915
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Harmen Eijzenga
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:52:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Harmen Eijzenga
Bellinkstraat 25
Middelburg, ot 4331GV
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Camardo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:51:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Camardo
315 Burnett Ave
IL, IL 60046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Sherman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:48:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cornelia Rueckert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:47:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cornelia Rueckert
Bgm-Peters-Str. 6
Northeim, ot 37154
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janine Vinton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:47:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janine Vinton
12 William Street
Victoria, ot 3915
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

laura semboli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:46:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
laura semboli
via dell'abate 33
castelnuovo berardenga, ot 53019
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Serena ruffilli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:45:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Serena ruffilli
via del campofiore 48
Florence, ot 50100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MEDI VALAJI
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:43:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MEDI VALAJI
PRUG 5
TEL AVIV, ot 68543
IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lozz Starseed
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:38:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lozz Starseed
250 washington ave
Washington, WA 98125
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RICHRD ELLIOTT
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:36:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RICHRD ELLIOTT
185 AMYAND PARK ROAD
TWICKENHAM, ot TW1 3HN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lena Meigard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:29:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lena Meigard
Von Troils vag 6
Malmo, ot 21373
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Neville Bruce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:28:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Neville Bruce
00 No Ta
Notts, ot NG0 0OO
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Costa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:26:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Costa
Porto
Porto, ot 4100
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rochelle Wood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:25:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rochelle Wood
29 Albert st
Wickham, ot 2293
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dagmar myslinska
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:24:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dagmar myslinska
2274 van rensselaer dr
NY, NY 12309
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roxanne Hewitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:23:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roxanne Hewitt
2825 San Blas Dr.
NV, NV 89120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tania Monreal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:20:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tania Monreal
Napoles
Barcelona, ot 08013
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

atiya munir
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:19:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
atiya munir
dunster gardens
london, ot nw6 7nh
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nils Anders Lunde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:18:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nils Anders Lunde
Nordbakkvegen 32
None, ot 2080
NO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Paterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:16:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Paterson
PO Box 409
taftsville, VT 05073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Maria Prol Ledesma
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:14:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Maria Prol Ledesma
1557 Ave. San Jeronimo, Col San Jeronimo Lidice
Mexico, ot 10200
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hazel Hutchings
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:14:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hazel Hutchings
Flat 3, 2 Malden Road
London, ot NW5 3HR
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christiane Schmitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:10:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christiane Schmitz
141st Court West
MN, MN 55124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Franklin Platizky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:06:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Franklin Platizky
3117 Cedar Hill St.
Denton, TX 76209
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy Blitzer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:02:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Blitzer
70 Sanderson Ave
Dedham, MA 02026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ine Baveld
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 4:02:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ine Baveld
'T Swafert
Hengelo, MA 12345
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Paul
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:59:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Paul
1501 Thomas Circle
Charleston, WV 25314
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

donye sacco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:58:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
donye sacco
via zurla 62
rome, ot 00176
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karolina absolonova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:58:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karolina absolonova
vysehradska
prague, ot 12800
CZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Myers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:55:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Myers
9075 Playhouse Rd
Petersburg, PA 16669
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathleen Fowler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:53:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathleen Fowler
500 West First Street
Alturas, CA 96101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Victor Escobar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:53:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Victor Escobar
11747 N Briar Patch Dr
VA, VA 23113
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Crystal Conklin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:49:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Crystal Conklin
8410 SE Flavel St
Portland, OR 97266
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julija Merljak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:49:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julija Merljak
18 Rooibekkie St.
Fairplay, CO 80440
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mags french
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:47:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mags french
moore walk
london, ot e70hy
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Maria Robleda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:45:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Maria Robleda
Chemin des Fleurs de Lys 15C
Orbe VD, ot 1350
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valérie Schlup
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:45:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valérie Schlup
Chemin des Fleurs de Lys 15C
Orbe VD, ot 1350
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John White
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:44:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John White
305 Rugby Road
Dagenham, ot RM9 4AT
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rocio Gutierrez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:41:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rocio Gutierrez
Santa Cruz de Ardoi 9
zizur mayor, ot 31180
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carola Ebertz-Knop
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:41:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carola Ebertz-Knop
Quintusstr. 43
Walsrode, ot 29664
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nelleke Schuringa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:40:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nelleke Schuringa
Zandstraat
Doetinchem, ot 7009CC
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Todd Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:40:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Todd Thompson
1309 Hackamore St
Mesquite, TX 75149
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shaun Dabare
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:39:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shaun Dabare
6 Arwon Court
Melbourne, ot 3977
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Bellomo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:39:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Bellomo
22 Deerfield Dr.
Rocester, NY 14609
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hector Marcia, Sr.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:38:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hector Marcia, Sr.
773 West Sunset Blvd.
Hayward, CA 94541
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bernadette Sisson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:36:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bernadette Sisson
Reynolds place
Auckland, ot 0630
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natasha Chelpanova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:36:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natasha Chelpanova
4-oi Piatiletki,38-26
Serov, FL 624981
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

konstantina balaska
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:35:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
konstantina balaska
zoumetikou 8
thessaloniki, ot 542 49
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gama leong
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:33:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gama leong
1257-v jalan paya terubong
ayer itam, AK 11060
MY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Freedland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:29:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Freedland
PO Box 2175
California, CA 92314
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Oscar Revilla
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:26:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Oscar Revilla
Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, ot 28700
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Spencer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:26:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Spencer
6728 No. 11th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Serena Wittkopp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:25:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Serena Wittkopp
3970 N Interstate Ave Unit 401
Portland, OR 97227
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alice McGough
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:24:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alice McGough
16 Nohono rd
Ma., MA 02649
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul May
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:16:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul May
11 Hero Street
Eatons Hill, ot 4037
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Silvia Martinotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:16:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Silvia Martinotti
via stelle al merito 5
Casale Monferrato, ot 15033
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Sanchez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:12:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Sanchez
2611 strathmore ave
rosemead, CA 91770
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kristin gallanosa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:11:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kristin gallanosa
504 river oak drive
danville, VA 24541
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lawrence D"souza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:11:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lawrence D'souza
Bazar Road, Bandra
Mumbai, ot 400050
IN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lawrence D"souza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:09:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lawrence D'souza
Bazar Road, Bandra
Mumbai, ot 400050
IN

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Light
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:05:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Light
1138 N. Taylor Street
Arlington, VA 22201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betina Winkler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:03:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Betina Winkler
Braeside, Canada Hill
Devon, ot TQ12 6AF
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve De Cock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:01:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve De Cock
Lipselaan
Herent, ot 3020
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elliot Daniels
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 3:00:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elliot Daniels
4633A 28th Road South
VA, VA 22206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Dowling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:58:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Dowling
4009 Highland Dr.
TX, TX 78734
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher gauci
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:56:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher gauci
3850 San Juan dr
CA, CA 94565
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adeline Ladoue
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:55:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adeline Ladoue
Grasse
Grasse, ot 06130
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Welthy Silva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:51:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Welthy Silva
1433 Cottonwood Pl
NV, NV 89104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marion Walls
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:49:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marion Walls
10450 Keuka Drive
Jacksonville, FL 32218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andreas Vlasiadis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:47:01 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andreas Vlasiadis
tavros
athens, ot 17778
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Weingart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:44:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harmful impact of air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also
be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks,
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle, and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste will not make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harm and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Weingart
1888 Jewett Rd.
Powell, OH 43065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maureen Jackson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:41:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maureen Jackson
1 Horners Road
Warburton, ot 40502
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marty Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:38:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marty Harrison
6749 MT. Zion Rd
Carrollton, GA 30182
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Ferger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:38:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Ferger
25039 Champlaign Dr
Michigan, MI 48034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheila Wright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:36:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheila Wright
PO Box 400
Grenada, CA 96038
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Foster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:36:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Foster
1637 S Los Alamos Circle
AZ, AZ 85204
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joe Schott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:34:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joe Schott
54 Grove St.
Central City, IA 52214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karin Nelson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:31:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karin Nelson
5348 111 Ave NW
Alberta, AB T5W 0K5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katharina Beckord
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:30:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katharina Beckord
Zuschlag 50
Minden, ot 32429
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dominick Falzone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:25:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dominick Falzone
745 S. Normandie Ave. Apt. 108
Los Angeles, CA 90005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vicky Moraiti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:23:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vicky Moraiti
Kerasountos 64
Athens, ot 12242
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Henry Bennett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:21:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Henry Bennett
4014 SE Grant Court
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annie Van den Meersschaut
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:20:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annie Van den Meersschaut
Melkerijstraat 33
Ichtegem, ot B-8480
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irina Salauyeva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:18:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irina Salauyeva
N.Litra,4
Choose a State, ot 15452
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Spicy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:16:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Spicy
Ave de Espana
Malaga, ot 29650
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gertruida Wessels
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:14:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gertruida Wessels
58 Van Heerden Street, Capital Park
Pretoria, Moot, Gauteng, ot 0084
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Kravcov Malcolm
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:14:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Kravcov Malcolm
30821 N 138th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85262
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Bauer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:12:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Bauer
Hooikaai 7 bus 2.2
Brussels, ot 1000
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luc Hurt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:05:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luc Hurt
5, rue de la Sure
Echternach, ot 06484
LU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Zimmermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:05:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Zimmermann
198 Sears Rd.
West Islip, NY 11795
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Dorn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator, Please!
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:05:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Dorn
14309 Ravenwood Lane
Tampa, FL 33618
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Lawnicki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:05:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tim Lawnicki
101 W Spring St.
CA, CA 90806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Larivey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:04:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dan Larivey
213 Jolliffe Circle
Boyce, VA 22620
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J.T. Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:03:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J.T. Smith
1000 Old Bethlehem Pike
Sellersville, PA 18960
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael quillin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:01:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michael quillin
6488 anita drive
parma heights, OH 44130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andreas Vlasiadis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:01:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andreas Vlasiadis
tavros
athens, ot 17778
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rolf Mense
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 2:00:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rolf Mense
los Soles II Buzon P12
Spanien, ot 30891
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

miguel angel lozano sanchez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
miguel angel lozano sanchez
chile 7 bajo b
don benito, ot 06400
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vickey Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vickey Baker
2407 Roland Lane
IA, IA 51537
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vickey Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vickey Baker
2407 Roland Lane
IA, IA 51537
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vickey Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vickey Baker
2407 Roland Lane
IA, IA 51537
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Linda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:58:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Linda
2376C Via Mariposa West
Laguna Woods, CA 92637
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexander Yeung
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:56:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexander Yeung
357 W Trenton Ave
CA, CA 93619
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:56:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Miller
5306 Abingdon Pl
Austin, TX 78723
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L Cam Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:55:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L Cam Taylor
705 SE 32nd Ave
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charles Mullen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:55:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charles Mullen
6100 Ronald St. NW
Canton, OH 44718
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patti Dubois
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:55:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patti Dubois
Chemin des Communes
Moustier, ot 7911
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Kok
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:52:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Kok
Hertogin Isabellastraat 20
Venlo, ot 5915 XH
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabi Maschkötter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:49:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabi Maschkötter
Rosenplatz 7
Osnabrück, ot 49074
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Levicke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:49:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Levicke
12445 Albers st
CA, CA 91607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Pringle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:47:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Pringle
10343 south 209 Lane
Cutler Bay, FL 33189
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michaela Roessner-Herman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:43:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michaela Roessner-Herman
Box 1911, 150
Tehachapi, CA 93581
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:42:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Smith
1234 Chuckanut
Bellingham, WA 98229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:40:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judy Allen
W12866 River Road
Black River Falls, WI 54615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecelia Mariscal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:39:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecelia Mariscal
1052 45th St. #B
Emeryville, CA 94608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erica Rutherford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:37:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erica Rutherford
Windward Hill
Oakland, CA 94618
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anshuman Chandra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:34:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anshuman Chandra
929 E El Camino Real
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janis Andersen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:33:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janis Andersen
2628 Worden Street, #145
San Diego, CA 92110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Lindgren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:29:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Lindgren
389 Guerrero Street
California, CA 94103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracey Mangus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:27:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracey Mangus
1420 4th Avenue
PA, PA 16226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael House
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:26:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael House
114 Nimitz Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lea Faulks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:25:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lea Faulks
1810 Runnels St.
TX, TX 79720
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christina Kovacs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:24:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christina Kovacs
Unterhub 13/2
Wolfurt, ot 6922
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

paula martins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:24:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
paula martins
liegnitzstr.50a
DE, DE 28237
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lydia E Morales
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:20:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lydia E Morales
7602 Erin Way
Cupertino, CA 95014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Goldman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:19:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ron Goldman
1908 Alford Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dr. Shelley Sovola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:18:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dr. Shelley Sovola
P.O. Box 6969
Brookings, OR 97415
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karl Mortimer-Murphy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:17:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karl Mortimer-Murphy
29 Liberty Grove
Adelaide, ot 5012
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Althea Gerdes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:15:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Althea Gerdes
425 Maple St
Liberty, MO 64068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Onesti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:15:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Onesti
4564 W 171st St
Lawndale, CA 90260
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Kuczynski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:12:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Kuczynski
25402 Shoshone Dr.
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claude Robert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:09:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claude Robert
220 Chemin Saxby sud
Shefford, QC J2M 1S3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shannon Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:03:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shannon Scott
PO Box 573
Los Olivos, CA 93441
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darryl Colebank
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 1:01:13 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darryl Colebank
3241 south Sonoma Street
Flagstaff, AZ 86005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Kurzweil
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:58:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrew Kurzweil
P.O. Box 290601
Brooklyn, NY 11229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Oscar Martinez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:58:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Oscar Martinez
2031 Hearthstone Dr
Carrollton, TX 75010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meryle A. Korn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:58:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meryle A. Korn
2821 Huron St.
Bellingham, WA 98226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Travis Karns
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:58:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Travis Karns
6400 marty
overland park, KS 66202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeffrey White
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:57:07 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey White
42852 SW Dudney Avenue
OR, OR 97116
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Opfinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:56:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Opfinger
317 Adams Ave.
Edina, MN 55343
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Knott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:55:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Knott
111 Rankin Boulevard
Rankin, PA 15104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharron Coontz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:55:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharron Coontz
3716 85th NW
Olympia, WA 98502
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nick Downey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:54:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nick Downey
214 Huntington
Gurdon, AR 71743
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Clarence Hagmeier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:53:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Clarence Hagmeier
POB 9
Petrolia, CA 95558
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Hicklin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:53:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Hicklin
11770 Hi Ridge Rd
Lakeside, CA 92040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marc Conrad
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:50:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marc Conrad
716 W Waveland Ave
Chicago, IL 60613
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cigy Cyriac
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:47:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cigy Cyriac
11491 Brambleberry Ln
Draper, UT 84020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chantal Lamy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:45:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chantal Lamy
chelsea village, first street, northwold
gauteng, ot 2188
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Yee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:43:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Yee
6350 N. 78th St.
Scottsdale, AZ 85250
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monika Thees
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:42:50 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monika Thees
Bartningallee 25
Berlin, ot 10557
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristi Lin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:42:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristi Lin
638 Lindero Canyon Road #203
CA, CA 91377
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzy Fraser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:40:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzy Fraser
Canal Street
New Orleans, LA 70112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Kane
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:39:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mike Kane
1229 N Mansfield Ave
Hollywood, CA 90038
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Eppler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:39:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Eppler
4930 South 73rd
Lincoln, NE 68516
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Inge Stadler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:38:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Inge Stadler
Am Grünbühl 18
Deutschland, ot 91161
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Perkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:38:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joel Perkins
3117 Cedar Hill St.
Denton, TX 76209
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mike gomez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:37:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mike gomez
1713 N Fairview st
burbank, CA 91505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Gregory
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:36:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Gregory
107 Paseo Del Pinon
Santa Fe, NM 87508
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Yates
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:34:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Yates
20 Juniper Ln Unit 15
Westbrook, ME 04092
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Berndt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:32:25 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Seriously, who thinks of these projects in 2015?
Sincerely,
Michael Berndt
1224 S. Palmer
Bloomington, IN 47401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Campbell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:32:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Campbell
13620 Riker Rd
Chelsea, MI 48118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TN
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:30:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
TN
104 P. Blvd.
Polk City, IA 50226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trevolyn Haines
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:30:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Trevolyn Haines
PO Box 1438
CA, CA 91709
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Junko Lee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:30:05 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Junko Lee
13801 Shirley St. Unit 45
Garden Grove, CA 92843
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nasrin Mazuji
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:30:00 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nasrin Mazuji
3498 Little Hill Lane
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Chase
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:27:37 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Chase
1640 Bellaire
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tina Corbett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:24:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tina Corbett
450 colorado ave
whitefish, MT 59937
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen Lobel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:22:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen Lobel
8111 Kenova St
San Diego, CA 92126
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Reynolds
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:20:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judy Reynolds
1605 Park Dr
Norton, OH 44203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Candace Porter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:20:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Candace Porter
3661 n Campbell
Tucson, AZ 85719
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Ali
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:19:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pam Ali
2741 Hamm Court
Sparks, NE 89436
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Crockett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:17:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Crockett
PO Box 810
Florence, OR 97439
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rita F.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:17:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rita F.
PO Box 162
Aguilar, CO 81020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bethany Sattur
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:16:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bethany Sattur
54 Union St
Clark, NJ 07066
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Chambers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:16:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Chambers
521 W. Floating Feather Rd.
Eagle, ID 83616
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Frisella
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:15:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Frisella
13489 N Hollygrape
Marana, AZ 85658
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olga Grushko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:15:16 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Olga Grushko
Zapsibovtsev 12-109
Novokuznetsk, ot 65405
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peggy Cope
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:14:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peggy Cope
2108 Zephyr Ln
TX, TX 78664
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dogan ozkan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:10:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
dogan ozkan
abbasaga mahallesi yildiz vaddesi no 39/1
AK, MN 55002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Vogel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:09:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Vogel
449 Hampton Court
Falls Church, VA 22046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Dickson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:08:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ben Dickson
1/47 Caley Crescent, Narrabundah
Canberra, ot 2604
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:07:49 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Smith
47 Tilford C
Florida, FL 33442
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Lee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:06:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Lee
728 E Center St
Kingsport, TN 37660
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deena Sadek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:05:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deena Sadek
7702 28th Avenue NW
Seattle, WA 98117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Megan Bornman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:05:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Megan Bornman
Unit A1 Brookfield Close
Lonehill, ot 2062
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Stone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:03:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Stone
2209 Monarch Dr.
Park City, UT 84060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Marie Connor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:03:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Marie Connor
1080 County Rd D W
Roseville, MN 55126
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Dunham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:02:58 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Dunham
419 Marywood Drive
Alpena, MI 49707
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Agenor Zampieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:01:27 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Agenor Zampieri
Altair da Silva Bonfim 1185
Barretos, ot 14784347

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lucia Bedesco Zampieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:01:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lucia Bedesco Zampieri
Altair da Silva Bonfim 1185
Barretos, ot 14784347
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mariana Bedesco Zampieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:01:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mariana Bedesco Zampieri
Altair da Silva Bonfim 1185
Barretos, ot 14784347
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonnie Faith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:01:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Faith
290A Washington Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Sheffield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:00:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Sheffield
3825 S Cuba St
Spokane, WA 99223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chuck Clarke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:00:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chuck Clarke
4604 Battleground Rd
Fayston, VT 05673

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joshua Corris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 09, 2015 12:00:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joshua Corris
28 Riverside Ave
Red Bank, NJ 07701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Aronson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:59:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Incinerating trash is the wrong answer.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Aronson
108 Catamanran Street
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vesna Glavina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:58:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vesna Glavina
1000 University Manor Dr, Apt 31
Fairfield, IA 52556
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Avins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:54:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Avins
2114 E 24th St
Brooklyn, NY 11229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Cooper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:51:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Cooper
31B Crombie Ave
Bundall, ot 4217
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Naidich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:50:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Naidich
603 4th Ave
NY, NY 11215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeannie Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:50:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeannie Smith
POB 415
TX, TX 75013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Pagel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:50:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrew Pagel
2119 N. 62nd St.
Wauwatosa, WI 53213
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alida Montañez-Salas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:49:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alida Montañez-Salas
14006 Edgewater Dr.
CA, CA 90650
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Clayton Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:48:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Clayton Jones
S 148th St
Tukwila, WA 98168
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Reed
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:45:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Reed
9401 Lee Hwy Ste 208
Fairfax, VA 22031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathleen lavelle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:43:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathleen lavelle
3880 san rafael
los ángeles, CA 90065
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Love
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:42:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gloria Love
191 Warbranch Rd.
CENTRAL, SC 29630
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jörg Gaiser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:41:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jörg Gaiser
Alte Tonbachstrasse 14
Baiersbronn, ot 72270
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maren Mildenhall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:41:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maren Mildenhall
394 North 1580 West
Hurricane, UT 84737
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:40:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Smith
329 17th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D. Singer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:38:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D. Singer
1233 P.
Oakland, CA 94607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D. Singer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:38:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D. Singer
1233 P.
Oakland, CA 94607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sharon lewis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:38:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sharon lewis
45697 kamehameha hwy
kaneohe, HI 96744
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heidi Aubrey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:38:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heidi Aubrey
7570 Church St.
La Mesa, CA 91945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margherita Montanari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:37:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margherita Montanari
pza Leopoldo 11
Florence, ot 50100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ira Gerard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:37:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ira Gerard
1440 Marleigh Lane
South Elgin, IL 60177
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jamie Polczynski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:37:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jamie Polczynski
2305 N Major
IL, IL 60639
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Loretta Herger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:35:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Loretta Herger
10015 R0yal Oak Rd. #330
Sun City, AZ 85351
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Guobis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:34:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Guobis
646 Osborn Rd.
Port Angeles, WA 98362
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Billy Angus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:33:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Billy Angus
604 North 2nd St.
Hamilton, MT 59840
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

C. Brezina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:33:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
C. Brezina
4768 104th Ave.
Grand Junction, MI 49056
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D.M. Hunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:32:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D.M. Hunter
8511 Pamunkey Rd
Spotsylvania, VA 22551
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lily Sandoval
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:31:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lily Sandoval
325 Cordova
Pasadena, CA 91101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mason Arion
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:31:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mason Arion
5000 S Cornell Ave
Chicago, IL 60615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mauricio carvajal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:30:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mauricio carvajal
viento norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583
CL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeannine Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:29:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeannine Moore
P.O. Box 882
Naalehu, HI 96772
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Miriam Collado
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:28:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Miriam Collado
10 pte.
Cholula, ot 82870
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynne St. John
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:28:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynne St. John
8301-78 Mission Gorge Road
CA, CA 92071
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Fexis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:28:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Fexis
47 Lakeview Dr.
Nottingham, NH 03290
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Stevens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:26:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Stevens
2311 58th ave e
WA, WA 98424
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Stevens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:25:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Stevens
2311 58th ave e
WA, WA 98424
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Dragavon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:25:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Dragavon
1295 Church Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mauricio carvajal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:24:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mauricio carvajal
viento norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583
CL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Holz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:23:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Holz
1175 Saxony Road
Encinitas, CA 92024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

malva mcintosh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:20:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
malva mcintosh
50109 thunderbird ln
Georgetown, TX 78626
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nick Byrne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:19:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nick Byrne
P.O. Box 49
New York, NY 10506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JASMINE REPPEN
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:19:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
JASMINE REPPEN
17942 COBAHUD ROAD
Washington, WA 98257
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Dollar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:18:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandy Dollar
78 2nd st
Bonita springs, FL 34134
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Resh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:18:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Resh
1153 Marticville Rd
Pequea, PA 17565
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Naples
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:18:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Naples
9 Benson Street
NY, NY 10993
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Nicholson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:17:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Nicholson
14827 NW 107 Ter
FL, FL 32615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marybeth Howell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:17:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marybeth Howell
650 Lit Way
Ashland, OR 97520
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

j sherman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:16:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
j sherman
503 n maple
Illinois, IL 60070
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Bartlett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:14:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
You have no moral right to spend my tax money increasing the profits of a private corporation by destroying the
earth.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Bartlett
Box 484
Jarrell, TX 76537
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Macan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:12:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Macan
1812 16th St
Eureka, CA 95501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dimitra Caras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:12:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dimitra Caras
13059 E. Peakview Ave.
CO, CO 80111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Casner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:10:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Casner
2324 w Port Au Prince
Phoenix, AZ 85023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Juvet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:10:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Please protect what is left of this sick & dying planet. Maybe this is why the government & NASA are working so
hard to get us to Mars, so we can destroy yet another planet?
Do what you HAVE to do to protect this planet & EVERY LIVING THING ON IT!
Thank you!
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Juvet
26 Clark Ave., Apt. D
CA, CA 95425
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eileen Easton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:10:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eileen Easton
R.R. # 2
Cochrane, AB T4C 1A2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Hagan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:09:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Hagan
116 Judson Court
Prattville, AL 36067
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:09:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Williams
6922 W Shade Ln Apt 402
KS, KS 67212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ms. Lilith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:08:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ms. Lilith
3060 Channel Dr., #8
Ventura, CA 93003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen Rafferty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:07:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen Rafferty
540 Quillian Ave
Pueblo, CO 81005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicole Shaffer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:04:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicole Shaffer
4377 Teeter Totter Cir
Colorado Springs, CO 80917
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Stange
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:03:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Stange
1308 W. 59th. St.
Illinois, IL 60525
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jared Cornelia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:02:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jared Cornelia
125 Denn Place
Wilmington, DE 19804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald Maxson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:00:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge in no uncertain terms that you reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of
supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's
waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on
track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ronald Maxson
2801 Hauser Bl
L.A., CA 90016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doris Applebaum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:00:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Doris Applebaum
13680 Winchester
Oak Park, MI 48237
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gayle Janzen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:00:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
It's the 21st century, so why is this horrifically anti-environmental project even being considered? Sucking up water
from PR's largest wetland and then returning it full of toxins and chemicals is NOT the answer to PR's garbage
problem. Endangered wildlife won't last long if they're having to drink this contanimated water and the people will
be breathing in the toxic ash. This sounds like something out of the last century. Time to find green solutions to
their garbage problems. An incinerator will solve nothing and just create more problems.
Therefore, I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christie Vaughn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:59:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christie Vaughn
3320 Ina rd #8205
Tucson, AZ 85741
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tina Brenza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:59:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tina Brenza
6693 Buckhorn Trail
Illinois, IL 61111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Ridolfo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:58:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Ridolfo
Charcas 3421 Piso 12 Dto. A
Buenos Aires, ot 1425
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Uma Veloo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:57:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Uma Veloo
350 Ward Ave,Suite 106,Box no 21
HI, HI 96814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Uma Veloo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:57:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Uma Veloo
350 Ward Ave,Suite 106,Box no 21
HI, HI 96814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Uma Veloo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:57:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Uma Veloo
350 Ward Ave,Suite 106,Box no 21
HI, HI 96814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Uma Veloo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:57:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Uma Veloo
350 Ward Ave,Suite 106,Box no 21
HI, HI 96814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Reid
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:56:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Reid
3351 Campbell Road
Mountain City, TN 37683
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharmaine Nunes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please! Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:56:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharmaine Nunes
8701 Hillside St., Apt #110
Oakland, CA 95605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Elliott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:56:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Elliott
1429 Mariner Place
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Kirk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:56:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Kirk
231 North Center St
Orange, CA 92866
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Dugmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:55:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Dugmore
7 George Road
Perth, ot 6111
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cheryl travers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:55:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
cheryl travers
451 walls ridge
lynchburg, TN 37352
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julian Orr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:55:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julian Orr
500 Bean Hollow Road
Pescadero, CA 94060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:54:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Smith
5531 East 14th Ave
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Dugmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:54:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Dugmore
7George Road
Perth, ot 6111
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Rawley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:54:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Rawley
1682 Filbert
Chico, CA 95926

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:53:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Rodriguez
4501 Frankfort
El Paso, TX 79903
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Terry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:53:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Terry
14400 W Viking St
Tucson, AZ 85736
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Kaufman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:52:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Kaufman
14529 Redwood Lane
Guerneville, CA 95446
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vanessa Thibodeaux
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:52:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Thibodeaux
128 Duplantis St.
Thibodaux, LA 70301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Ecker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:51:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Ecker
9737 Lake Shore Drive
Gaithersburg, MD 20886
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Colyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:50:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslie Colyer
362 Mt. View ave
San Rafael, CA 94901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chuck Graver
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:50:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chuck Graver
32 Cotherstone Dr.
Southampton, NJ 08088
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Frederick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:49:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Frederick
15 Water Street
Ashburnham, MA 01430
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jeff howe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:49:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jeff howe
5321 ne. 24th ter.
fort lauderdale, FL 33308
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Martindale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:48:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Martindale
1911 King Arthur Court
Lincoln, NE 68512
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Norton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:48:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Norton
5170 Hwy 61
Columbiana, AL 35051
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicola Nicolai
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:46:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicola Nicolai
2400 Copper Creek Rd
Chester Springs, PA 19425
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianna MacLeod
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:46:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianna MacLeod
720 Edgecliff Drive
Langley, WA 98260
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Ackerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:45:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Ackerman
3118 S. Windsor Rd.
Spokane, WA 99224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

harriet mitteldorrf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:42:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
harriet mitteldorrf
942
California, CA 93953
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leland Block
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:42:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leland Block
3565 NE Mathison Pl
Portland, OR 97212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CASSIDY BOULAN
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:40:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
CASSIDY BOULAN
521 Ellen Ave
Royal Oak, MI 48073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Chase
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:40:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Chase
70 Chavez Ranch Rd
Sedona, AZ 86336
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Kulp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:40:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Kulp
9125 Sulkirk Drive
NC, NC 27617
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kent mollohan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:39:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Hey, let's reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
Shouldn't USDA instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier
future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses?
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kent mollohan
524 south roberts
helena, MT 59601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Powell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:38:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Powell
5680 Woodcrest Drive
TX, TX 76140
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Flo Wilder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:37:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Flo Wilder
PO Box 436
Hancock, ME 04640
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Donaldson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:37:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Donaldson
PO Box 3215
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Myrna torrie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:36:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Myrna torrie
3831 47th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

June Cancell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:35:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
June Cancell
365 Colorado Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maurine Canarsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:34:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maurine Canarsky
1977 SE 22nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Morell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:33:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Morell
2016 Hilltop Rd
Flourtown, PA 19031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Ibbotson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:32:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Ibbotson
5631 SE Knight St
Portland, OR 97206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Kendall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:32:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Kendall
F3 Calle 7
SJ, PR 00926
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Sherman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:31:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Sherman
106 Flintridge Drive
Mountain Home, AR 72653
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Brunner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:31:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Brunner
12335 S 2225 Rd
MO, MO 65785
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rose An
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:29:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rose An
22 Fano St.
CA, CA 91006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolina Gomez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:29:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolina Gomez
Kr 27 b 53 a 72
Bogotá, ot 111311
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Wylie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:28:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Wylie
69 Granger Drive
Aiken, SC 29803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maureen O"Neal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:28:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maureen O'Neal
9100 s.w.80th ave.
OR, OR 97223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Ruth Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:27:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Ruth Gray
315 E. 1st Ave Apt 5
Utah, UT 84103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Macomber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:27:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Macomber
74 King St #2
Scarborough, ME 04074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Spini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:26:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Spini
570 Hilton Lane
Arcata, CA 95521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doris Potter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:25:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Doris Potter
1150 Cote Vertu #214
St-Laurent, QC H4L 1Y5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doris Potter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:25:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Doris Potter
1150 Cote Vertu #214
St-Laurent, QC H4L 1Y5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Skorheim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:25:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Skorheim
5665 Loma Ave.
Temple City, CA 91780
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Timothy Dunn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:25:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Timothy Dunn
24 Dundee Avenue
Babylon, NY 11702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Clapper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:24:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Clapper
5301 Broadwing Drive
Duluth, MN 55804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paige McGlaughlin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:21:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paige McGlaughlin
995 Corona St.
Denver, CO 89218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Waltzer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:20:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Waltzer
1509 Squire Lane
Cherry Hill, NJ 08003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherri Fryer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:20:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherri Fryer
910 Sage St
Clymer, PA 15728
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:20:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Thomas
433 N 7th St
Murphysboro, IL 62966
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patty Linder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:20:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patty Linder
839 Bend Av
CA, CA 95136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

maggy butler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:19:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
maggy butler
8340 w pima st
tolleson, AZ 85353
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Banks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:19:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Banks
14 Maple St.
NH, NH 03225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amelia Narigon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:18:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amelia Narigon
5800 Oakwood Dr.
lisle, IL 60532
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen McGlone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:18:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen McGlone
3540 Hartland Dr
New Port Richey, FL 34655
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ray Swiatkowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:18:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ray Swiatkowski
10767 Camellia Dr
Dallas, TX 75230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Fair
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:17:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Fair
8066 163A St.
BC, BC V4N 4R9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frank Hill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:17:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frank Hill
11509 Hatteras Street
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Church
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:16:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Church
14275 Princedale
Woodbridge, VA 22193
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Wildung
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:16:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Wildung
1612 Southview
Prescott, AZ 86305
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matt Hengesbaugh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:15:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matt Hengesbaugh
3 Pamlico Path
Branchburg, NJ 08876
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Duran
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:15:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Duran
17168 Ballinger
Northridge, CA 91325
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Zara Ivanova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:15:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Zara Ivanova
Anchorage
Anchorage, AK 99501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Holly McTeer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:14:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Holly McTeer
127 Martin Mill Pike
Tennessee, TN 37853
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Stiles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:13:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Stiles
1933 Knolls Dr.
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kenneth Bickel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:12:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Bickel
1201 Michael Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15227
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Myra Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:12:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Myra Moore
N.country club rd.
Tucson, AZ 85716
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Hanson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:12:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Hanson
400 Eleanor St.
Thornton, IL 60476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack Stansfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:12:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jack Stansfield
16314 62nd Ave. NW
Stanwood, WA 98292
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Shively
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:11:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judy Shively
1475 Imperial Ave., #360
San Diego, CA 92101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Bruegge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:11:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Bruegge
7308 Jean Drive
West Chester, OH 45069
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Driscoll
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:11:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. THIS IS A TERRIBLE IDEA!!!! Terrible, please don't
do this!!!
Sincerely,
Mary Driscoll
2039 So. Alton Ct.
Denver, CO 80231
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Craig Murray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:09:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Craig Murray
603-166 University
Windsor, ON N9A5N9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellyn Sutton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:08:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:08:20 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Vivaina Cruzado
1248 Ave. Luis Vigoreaux
Guaynabo, PR 00966vivianacruzado@gmail.com
(787) 550-0224

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brittany Ashe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:06:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brittany Ashe
Brookwood drive
Lowell, IN 46356
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marie Dutto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:06:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marie Dutto
222, Main Street
Torrington, CT 06790
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matt Hanson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:05:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matt Hanson
203 N. Oak St.
Greenville, NC 27858
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patti Packer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:04:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patti Packer
5 Jennifer Rd
Scotia, NY 12302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Cole
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:01:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Cole
167 Dakota Grove
Menasha, WI 54952
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kara g
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:01:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kara g
3125 Wroxton
houston, TX 77005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sarosh patel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:00:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sarosh patel
525 inverness way
sunnyvale, CA 94087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:00:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emily Baker
4545 Arizona Street #214
San Diego, CA 92116
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linnell Krikorian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:59:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linnell Krikorian
10 Old Orchard Way
NH, NH 03103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:58:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Wilson
1161 Quantril Way
MD, MD 21205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Latta
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:58:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Latta
3802 South Kent Street
California, CA 93277
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chadwick Wright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:58:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chadwick Wright
8952 Marchbank Lane
Lewis Center, OH 43035
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan McRill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:57:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan McRill
408 West 4th Street
Randolph, MO 64161
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caylee Parker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:57:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caylee Parker
1942 Ursinus ave
PA, PA 17603
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Gabriel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:56:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Gabriel
3125C 36th Ave NE
WA, WA 98506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erica Johanson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:53:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erica Johanson
50 Stony Brook Road
Hopewell, NJ 08525
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Tackett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:53:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Tackett
2258 Maple Street
Virginia Beach, VA 23451
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Zellner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:53:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Zellner
4837 Shallowford Cir
Va Beach, VA 23462
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frank Seewester
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:51:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frank Seewester
1929 New Jersey St.
Fairfield, CA 94533
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cheryl mizak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:50:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
cheryl mizak
151 ROSE HILL TRAIL
Southbury, CT 06488
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Timothy Post
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:47:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Timothy Post
1108 NE Independence Ave., #1015
Lee's Summit, MO 64086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth A. Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:47:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth A. Taylor
19215 Houle Creek Road
Frenchtown, MT 59834
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chad Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:47:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chad Johnson
719 E. 19th St.
CA, CA 90806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jordan Tucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:46:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jordan Tucker
26 Court Street
New York, NY 11242
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen West
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:44:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen West
13224 Newport
Tustin, CA 92780
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Stocker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:44:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Stocker
1074 Beverly St
Schenectady, NY 12306
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arkady Vyatchanin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:44:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arkady Vyatchanin
501 SW 75th Str.
Gainesville, FL 32607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:44:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Smith
1367 Harrington Road
Havertown, PA 19083
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Pasichnyk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:43:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Pasichnyk
2075 W 17th Ave
Eugene, OR 97402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:41:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melanie Gibson
802 N. Windomere
TX, TX 75208
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Spotts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:41:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Spotts
255 North 2790 East
St. George, UT 84790
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Worth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:41:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Worth
3980 Silvaner Drive
OH, OH 43230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Penny Derleth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:40:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Penny Derleth
PO Box 421
Deer Park, WA 99006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anithra Perry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:39:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anithra Perry
1584 Cleveland St
CA, CA 92411
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kazue Tanaka
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:39:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kazue Tanaka
3-2-39 Konaka-dai Inage-ku
Chiba, ot 2630043
JP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Stucki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:38:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Stucki
517 Carlyon Ave SE
Olympia, WA 98501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Reid
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:38:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Reid
2924 Arden Way Santa Rosa, California
Santa Rosa, CA 95403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Orlene Fingerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:37:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Orlene Fingerman
24 Flaggler Dr
MASSACHUSETTS, MA 02050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Ferendo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:36:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Ferendo
5108 Valley Pine Ct
MD, MD 21703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:34:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Allen
8405 SW 156 Street
FL, FL 33157
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Gedlinske
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:33:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Gedlinske
13476 Georgia Ct
Apple Valley, MN 55124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sumana Raychaudhuri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:33:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sumana Raychaudhuri
485 Central Park West
New York, NY 10025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Murdock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:33:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt #16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Pick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:31:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Pick
2000 Arlington Ave.
L.A., CA 90018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leah Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:30:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leah Moore
206 E. 52nd St.
Brooklyn, NY 11203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Artineh Havan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:30:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Artineh Havan
125 Greenpoint Avenue, c-7
Brooklyn, NY 11222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christa Coulter-Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:29:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christa Coulter-Scott
2818 Barnett Shoals Rd
athens, GA 30605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Benes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:29:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Benes
13080 Dronfield Avenue
Sylmar, CA 91342
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Panko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:28:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Panko
2604 w Estes ave
Chicago, IL 60645
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Roberto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:27:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Roberto
10746 North Magnolia Ave 8C
Santee, CA 92071
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia stein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:26:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia stein
445 w university av #H
san diego, CA 92103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelsey Stanton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:25:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelsey Stanton
117 E High Street
Pottstown, PA 19464
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna G
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:25:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna G
55 S Harding Street
Indianapolis, IN 46222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rick Brigham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:25:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rick Brigham
PO box 586
Douglas, MI 49406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Crossley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:23:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Crossley
Po box 1185
Winters, CA 95694
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pete Klosterman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:22:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pete Klosterman
372 Central Park W Apt 12A
New York, NY 10025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie Houghton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:22:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge, as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, which include the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
Instead the USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives,
and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie Houghton
Woods Trl
Prescott, AZ 86305
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M Port
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:21:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
M Port
Duomo Cir
Boynton Beach, FL 33472
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kris Head
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:20:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kris Head
10411 Garden Grove Blvd Apt 46
Garden Grove, CA 92843
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Norman Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:20:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Norman Baker
3789 Lost Mountain Road
Sequim, WA 98382
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Esther Garvett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:20:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Esther Garvett
10431 SW 143 Ave.
Miami, FL 33186
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roberta Bushman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:20:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roberta Bushman
PO Box 1620
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MaryRose Randall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:19:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MaryRose Randall
928 Falls Rd.
Rock Hill, SC 29730
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Walsh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:18:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Walsh
1015 N Calvert St. Apt 2
Baltimore, MD 21202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Garcia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:18:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Garcia
Adrian Puga 3755
Guadalajara, ot 44820
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sondra Boes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:18:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sondra Boes
1640 Manton Ct.
Campbell, CA 95008
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eugenie Moody
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:16:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eugenie Moody
60 East Maple Street
Teaneck, NJ 07666
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

NINI BLOCH
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:16:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
NINI BLOCH
123 Page Rd.
Bedford, MA 01730
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ed Parks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:15:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I respectfully ask you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
This new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
Burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear, it would only make it worse. The incinerator would
cause significant environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air
Act's standards. USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration
alternatives, and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Respectfully,
Ed Parks
3314 NW Liberty Ave.
Oklahoma, OK 73505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dominique Renucci
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:15:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dominique Renucci
Rue louis leblanc
Paris, ot 75019
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy OBrien
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:15:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy OBrien
72 West Coast Road
Redway, CA 95560
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tahera Mamdani
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:14:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tahera Mamdani
5812 Matterhorn dr ne
Firdley, MN 55432
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Solomon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:13:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Solomon
2376 Thackeray Drive
Outside Canada, CA 94611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Gould-Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:13:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Gould-Martin
Bard College
New York, NY 12504
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Carlino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:13:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Carlino
549 Quail Bush Ct
San Jose, CA 95117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:13:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture which will be good monetarily for only a few and bad in
many other ways.
Sincerely,
Stephen Fischer
5711 Betty Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Malcolm Simpson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:13:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Malcolm Simpson
1924 Franklin Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nance Shatzkin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:12:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nance Shatzkin
132 Old Post Road North
Croton on Hudson, NY 10520
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerritt and Elizabeth Baker-Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:12:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerritt and Elizabeth Baker-Smith
338 Braeside
East STroudsburg, PA 18301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Evinczik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:11:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Evinczik
781 Richmond Ave
Buffalo, NY 14222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

marge dakouzlian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:11:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
marge dakouzlian
115 Stuyvesant Pl
New York, NY 10301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

polly haynes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:09:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
polly haynes
3715 ashleigh way rd
barboursville, VA 22923
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ginger brewer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:09:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ginger brewer
1024 willow lake circle
pensacola, FL 32506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:08:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Martin
P.O.Box 312
Frederic, WI 54837
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Eldredge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:08:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Eldredge
408 Parker Hill Road
Springfield, VT 05156
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacki Warren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:07:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacki Warren
5407 Richenbacher Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bentley Victoria
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:07:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bentley Victoria
West Lake Street
Minneapolis, MN 554083151
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angeles Madrazo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:05:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angeles Madrazo
Eugenio Echeverria C.
None, ot 24120
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jose A. Colon-Lopez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:04:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jose A. Colon-Lopez
Rd. 146, km. 21.3
Ciales, PR 00638
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

C Emerson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:04:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
C Emerson
2320 N St
sacramento, CA 95816
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Conner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:03:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Conner
153 Riggins Blvd.
Woodbury, NJ 08096
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynne Levine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:01:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynne Levine
422 St. John Place
Franklin Square, NY 11010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MG
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:01:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MG
1412 University
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen McKenna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:59:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen McKenna
85 Old Pennellville Rd.
Brunswick, ME 04011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beverly Kunz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:59:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beverly Kunz
197 Mt Blakiston Rd W
Lethbridge, AB T1K 6M3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Fornataro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:59:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Fornataro
851 Richmond Road
Ontario, ON K2A 3X2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie Sandretto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:59:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. The USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on
track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than two million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, four hundred daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff
trucks, and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or
their impacts on the area's twenty-one federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback
sea turtle, and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards. The
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurie Sandretto
119 Bywater Drive
Getzville, NY 14068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DH Higgins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:58:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DH Higgins
Corrillo Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pam Niedermayer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:57:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pam Niedermayer
605 W CRESTLAND DR
Austin, TX 78752
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Nicholas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:56:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Nicholas
45 Oak Hill Terrace
Penfield, NY 14526
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald Elmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:55:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ronald Elmore
3567 Lookout Point
Traverse City, MI 49686
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Harris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:54:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Harris
3502 Primrose Drive
Willits, CA 95490
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lori Shemanski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:52:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lori Shemanski
1795 Wyoming Avenue
Forty Fort, PA 18704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kevin slauson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:52:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kevin slauson
2808 central avenue
alameda, CA 94501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Tisdell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:50:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Tisdell
5 Green Street
Jamaica plain, MA 02130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

susan brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:50:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
susan brown
1877 church road
baltimore, MD 21222
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sergi Goldman-Hull
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:50:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sergi Goldman-Hull
3923 Nevil St.
Oakland, CA 94601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna D Varcoe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:49:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna D Varcoe
882 West Aaron Drive
State College, PA 16803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:48:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Thomas
189 Fordham Ln
VA, VA 22973
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Albert Mah
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:48:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Albert Mah
Unit 3/76 Crawford Street
East Cannington, ot 6107
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeane Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:47:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeane Harrison
3445 SW 31st Street
Des Moines, IA 50321
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julien Kaven Parcou
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:47:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julien Kaven Parcou
P>O.Box 559, Victoria House, State House Avenue
Victoria, ot 00248
SC

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Henthorne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:46:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Henthorne
34090 Snickersville Tpke
Bluemont, VA 20135
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Todd Cisna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:45:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Todd Cisna
11144 E. Camelot
Effingham, IL 62401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeffrey Brink
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:45:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Brink
11600 Chapman
Florida, FL 34135
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriel Sheridan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:45:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriel Sheridan
7513 N. Olin Ave
Portland, OR 97203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack Block
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:44:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jack Block
202 Maplebrook Ct
Schaumburg, IL 60194
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Sigmann M.D.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:44:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Sigmann M.D.
3732 Rocky Shore
Sturgeon bay, WI 54235
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alyssa Hall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:44:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alyssa Hall
829 Stewart Street
North Mankato, MN 56003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:42:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Mitchell
1332 N. Erie
KS, KS 67214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James R. Foreman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:42:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James R. Foreman
2427 Portland Ave
El Paso, TX 79930
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dale Shero
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:41:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dale Shero
2364 Penbrook Dr
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurel Covington
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:41:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurel Covington
207 Orange Dr
Lutz, FL 33548
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurence Margolis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:41:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurence Margolis
3916 Avondale St
Mitka, MN 55345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Butler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:38:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Butler
314 Tremont Ave
Greensburg, PA 15601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:38:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track
for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks,
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle, and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Martin
110 Cathedral Dr
West Seneca, NY 14224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Toby Ann Reese
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:38:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Toby Ann Reese
1117 West River Rd
Valley City, OH 44280
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peggy Gilges
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:37:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peggy Gilges
701 Flordon Dr.
Charlottesville, VA 22901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Glinski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:37:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Glinski
859 Mammot Road
Alden, NY 14004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Warhol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:37:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Warhol
158 Macintosh Hill Rd.
Randolph, VT 05060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Daidone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:36:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Puerto Rico could be turned into the waste recycling center of the Caribbean and create jobs for unskilled laborers
rather than contribute to global warming.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Daidone
21 East Chestnut Street
Chicago, IL 60611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martha Michels
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:36:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martha Michels
404 N Street NW
Washington, DC 20001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachel Saxon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:35:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachel Saxon
102 Lady Ln
Michigan City, IN 46360
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Blue
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:35:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Blue
1185 Sanders Rd
Northbrook, IL 60062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jelica Roland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:35:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jelica Roland
M. Trinajstica 1
Buzet, ot 52420
HR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Hollahan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:35:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gloria Hollahan
255 Elm Pass II Rd
Center Point, TX 78010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Eastabrooks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:34:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Eastabrooks
PO Box 1489
Andrews, NC 28901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hunter Klapperich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:32:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hunter Klapperich
612 park avenue
Stanley, WI 54768
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Chervek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:32:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Chervek
10847 Lavinia Drive
Saint Louis, MO 63123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Celia Andrews
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:31:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Celia Andrews
1002 10th st ne num 2
auburn, WA 98002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Creech
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:31:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Creech
1701 Salem Rd Apt C-15
Burlington, NJ 08016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MaryDana Gershanoff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:30:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MaryDana Gershanoff
118 Newton St.
Weston, MA 02493
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Albert Jenkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:30:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Albert Jenkins
3010 S.Medina Line Rd.
Norton, OH 44203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frank Stieber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:29:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frank Stieber
16270 12th Ave NE
Shoreline, WA 98155
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Poole
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:29:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Poole
2174 Skyview Dr
NC, NC 28304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Babs Marchand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:29:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Babs Marchand
5217 Berkeley Dr
Naples, FL 34112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Dunn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:29:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Dunn
467 Crattie
Tennessee, TN 38256
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Villanova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:29:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Villanova
820 West Housatonic St.
Pittsfield, MA 01201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debbie Imhoff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:28:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debbie Imhoff
5135 Commercial Avenue
Madison, WI 53704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Cranmer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:28:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Cranmer
14 Hatcher Run Ct
St. Peters, MO 63376
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rhea Damon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:28:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rhea Damon
4263 Las Virgenes Rd Unit 7
CA, CA 91302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne Wallace
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:27:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne Wallace
POBox 1664
Grass Valley, CA 95946
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Rotcher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:27:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Rotcher
24542 Tarazona
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Harris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:27:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Harris
3 Ash Street
Choose a State, NH 03609
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Symanski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:26:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Symanski
Narragansett
San Diego, CA 92107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

seth rigles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:26:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
seth rigles
805 sw broadway
portland, OR 97205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Okinaka
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:26:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corey Okinaka
5411 s ellis ave
chicago, IL 60615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lorraine Martinez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:25:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lorraine Martinez
251 James Gordon Outlaw Rd
Indian Mound, TN 37079
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Nicolini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:24:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Nicolini
1700 Rivercrest Apt 1505
Sugar Land, TX 77478
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Retherford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:24:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Retherford
PO Box 334
Cornwall, PA 17016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

r kulik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:24:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
r kulik
231 Locust Ln
Irvington, NY 10533
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyda Stillwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:23:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Oh my goodness! Burning waste?! Depleting a wetland to do this?! Most people - people who are not scientists know that this is not at all wise! Please consider other alternatives!
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lyda Stillwell
2337 Tipperary
Kalamzoo, MI 49008
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

marie jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:23:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
marie jones
tan y bryn
conwy, ot ll301uu
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Charles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:22:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Charles
180 West 58th St
New York, NY 10019
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D Davis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:21:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D Davis
10208 Dublin Drive
UNION, KY 41091
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:20:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Smith
756 Church Ave
RI, RI 02889
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marianne Linsey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:20:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marianne Linsey
1008 Graff Rd
NY, NY 14011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Day
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:19:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Day
4408 Leonard Parkway
Richmond, VA 23221
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Toth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Toth
19842 Holly Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91350
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecilia Gonzalez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecilia Gonzalez
545 W 111th Street
CA, CA 90044
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Robinson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Robinson
6391 Toulon Dr.
FL, FL 33433
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lenore Reeves
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lenore Reeves
19934 Hickory Stick Ln
Mokena, IL 60448
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Miller
6230 Thomas Court
Tolar, TX 76476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chad Evans
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chad Evans
3618 Woodland Park Avenue N
Seattle, WA 98103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bridgett Heinly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bridgett Heinly
4440 Brindisi
San Diego, CA 92107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joyce Grajczyk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:17:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joyce Grajczyk
12026 SE 216th St.
Kent, WA 98031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keelan Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:17:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keelan Smith
8818 Powderhorn Ln
IN, IN 46256
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raymond Barry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:16:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raymond Barry
3415 Snaffle Rd.
Lexington, KY 40513
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valentina Mamut Sosa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:16:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valentina Mamut Sosa
1530 Collins Ave.
Miami, FL 33139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RedLion York
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:15:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RedLion York
2001 Creekwood Drive
Colorado, CO 80525
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark lopes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:15:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mark lopes
16 clark ave
rutherford, NJ 07070
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annette Raible
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:15:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annette Raible
6163 Bodega Ave.
Petaluma, CA 94952
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Dust
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:14:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Dust
8148 5th Street
IN, IN 46322
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Stewart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:14:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Stewart
P.O. Box 185
Redway, CA 95560
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Canright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:14:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Canright
8 Deboer Farm Ln
NJ, NJ 08802
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Howlett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:14:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Howlett
1055 N 2nd St
CA, CA 95112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katie Zukoski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:14:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katie Zukoski
1884 Humboldt Rd
Chico, CA 95928
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick M. Donovan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:13:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patrick M. Donovan
60 Plaza St. East
Brooklyn, NY 11238
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kenneth Douglas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:11:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Douglas
9669 Devedente Drive
Owings Mills, MD 21117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Graham Curry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:11:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Graham Curry
190 Westlake Ave
Toronto, ON M4C4S4
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynette Belew
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:11:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynette Belew
2724 W. Palomino Dr.
Chandler, AZ 85224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:10:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Brown
NW Market St
Seattle, WA 98107
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Arthur
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:10:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Arthur
160 Hessian Hills Way
Charlottesville, VA 22901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Gallagher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:10:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Gallagher
308 Bahama
Fayetteville, NC 28314
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

macia heitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:08:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
macia heitz
9706 e sinnett chapel rd
cuba, IL 61427
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sada Showell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:08:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sada Showell
620 W. 7th St. #6B
Cheney, WA 99004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Stone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:08:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Stone
8902 Birdwood Ct
Houston, TX 77096
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kris Moffett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:07:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kris Moffett
625 Plainfield CT
Michigan, MI 48609
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

david belcher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:07:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
david belcher
2926 harriet rd
victoria, BC v9a1t3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eugene Dean
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:07:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eugene Dean
2750 GALLOWS RD APT 546
VIENNA, VA 22180
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Sloat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:07:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Sloat
320 Hudson Avenue07843
Hopatcong, NJ 07843
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donald Harland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:07:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donald Harland
677 N. Luther Rd., PO Box 2080
Candler, NC 28715
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dale Sloat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:05:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dale Sloat
320 Hudson Avenue
Hopatcong, NJ 07843
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christie Robnett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:05:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
THIS IS DEFINITELY NOT THE ANSWER TO ENERGY-SAVING WASTE DISPOSAL.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christie Robnett
110 CIRCLE DR.
IL, IL 61611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Monti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:05:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Monti
34970 Northview Circle
North Ridgeville, OH 44039
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Krause
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:05:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Krause
12726 Sandri Ln
Houston, TX 77077
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fiona Priskich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:04:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fiona Priskich
41 Beresford Gardens
California, CA 90210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Merle Foster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:04:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Merle Foster
Anthony Rd.
Durban, ot 4051
ZA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

j mags
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:04:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
j mags
3 c ct
stroudsburg, PA 18360
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rebecca koo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:04:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
rebecca koo
1050 johnson ave
san jose, CA 95129
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kazuko Mitose
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:03:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kazuko Mitose
10930 Vivaracho Way
San Diego, CA 92124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber Wesley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:03:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber Wesley
2140 W. 138th Terrace
Leawood, KS 66224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kirsty Chalmers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:02:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kirsty Chalmers
24 Weld Street
Blenheim, ot 7201
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pablo Burgos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:01:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pablo Burgos
15742 92nd Ct N
West Palm Beach, FL 33412
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Sklar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:00:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Sklar
13301 Ludlow
Michigan, MI 48070
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen La serra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:59:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen La serra
52 High St.
Stoneham, MA 02180
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jody Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:59:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jody Gibson
317 E. Wall Ave.
Des Moines, IA 50315
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mario Perez Estruch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:59:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mario Perez Estruch
Major 127, 7, 13
Tavernes de la Valldigna, ot 46760
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Terry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:59:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Terry
503 W. Rustic Rd.
Santa Monica, CA 90402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jimmy & Susie Foot
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:58:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jimmy & Susie Foot
1873 Cliff Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristin Vyhnal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:58:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristin Vyhnal
9219 S Turkey Creek Rd
Morrison, CO 80465
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mario Perez Estruch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:58:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mario Perez Estruch
Major 127, 7, 13
Tavernes de la Valldigna, ot 46760
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Johnston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:58:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Johnston
16 Fourth Street
Manahawkin, NJ 08050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristen Witt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:58:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristen Witt
2095 Autumn Fields Lane
Draper, UT 84020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Schuchard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:57:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Schuchard
1666 Allendale Drive
Nolensville, TN 37135
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edith Montgomery
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:57:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edith Montgomery
156 Blue Heron Lane
Ashland, OR 97520
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Russell Myers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:57:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
As a life-long lover of our beautiful island, Puerto Rico, I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for
Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural
Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are
cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage
projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and
composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Russell Myers
P.O. Box 11842
Grand Cayman, ot KY1-1009
KY

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Daiana Devito
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:56:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Daiana Devito
BC Los Piilares 84
Pilar, ot 1631
Argentina

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracey Mangus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:55:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracey Mangus
1420 4th Avenue
PA, PA 16226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Rossin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:54:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Rossin
13 Alpine Drive
Lake Hopatcong, NJ 07849
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TONI THOMAS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:53:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
TONI THOMAS
1000 N CAMINO CORDON
Tucson, AZ 85748
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lesley Brill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:53:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lesley Brill
5250 Jenkins-Henry Rd.
Hartsville, NY 14843
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Mora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:53:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Mora
700 Devils drop Ct
CA, CA 94803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marjorie Coey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:53:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marjorie Coey
5977 177B Street
Surrey, BC V3S4J7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Russick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:53:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Russick
1240 SE 3rd Court Apt 10
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marguery Lee Zucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:52:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marguery Lee Zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Elliott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:52:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Elliott
11331 valley spring ln
Studio Coty, CA 91602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Little
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:52:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Little
49 MacLean Road
NB, NB E5K 3K1
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krissy Kubacki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:51:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Krissy Kubacki
Garden Brook Drive
MN, MN 56379
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carrie Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:51:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carrie Thompson
PO Box 321
El Prado, NM 87529
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Randolph
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:51:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Randolph
Po box 514
Farmersburg, IN 47850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christiane Vander Motte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:51:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christiane Vander Motte
avenue des 9 Provinc, 1
Brussels, ot B-1083
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Henry Berkowitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:50:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Henry Berkowitz
141 Sperry Young Rd
Sabinsville, PA 16943
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rod and Terri Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:50:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. Thank you for your efforts and consideration.
Sincerely,
Rod and Terri Jones
3255 E 2120 Rd
Hugo, OK 74743
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julieann Palumbo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:50:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julieann Palumbo
2500 SW Trenton St Apt 410
Seattle, WA 98106
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Morgan Crawford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:49:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Morgan Crawford
3101 sun dr
Raleigh, NC 27614
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Jenkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:48:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Jenkins
14380 Salt Creek Rd
OR, OR 97338
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stacey Daniels-Dattilo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:48:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stacey Daniels-Dattilo
12705 Vista Pine Circle
Fort Myers, FL 33913
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruby Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:48:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruby Mitchell
10619 Farallone Drive
Cupertino, CA 95014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trina Snow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:47:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Trina Snow
32823 Fermo Ct
Temecula, CA 92592
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Verzosa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:47:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Verzosa
7913 Tangerine Dr
Tampa, FL 33637
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Curtis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:47:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Curtis
19 Afterglow Road
Sparta, NJ 07871
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

j miedzwiecki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:46:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
j miedzwiecki
P.O. Box 2204
NY, NY 11954
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carol gelfand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
carol gelfand
478 byrlee dr
pgh, PA 15237
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisha Doucet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisha Doucet
8525 Citation Dr
Wellington, CO 80549
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Navarro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melanie Navarro
4073 hillhouse rd
Smyrna, GA 30082
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Georgeanne Spates
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I MOST DEFINITELY urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of
supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's
waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on
track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
It is OUTRAGEOUS to even consider that the new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water
each day from the Caño Tiburones nature reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland. This is bad enough! But then the
proposal is to return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous chemicals such as dioxins,
furans and mercury!!
What's more, the environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of this discharge as well as the harms
from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash,
24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain modifications.
The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected
species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered
Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never
done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
The USDA should be setting good examples: support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of nonincineration alternatives, and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Georgeanne Spates
11115 Main Bayview Road
Southold, NY 11971
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Piet de Nennie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Piet de Nennie
Steve Biostraat 18
Den Haag, ot 2552NM
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanna Behrens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:45:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanna Behrens
HC 62 Box 7157
WY, WY 83127
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Antonia Matthew
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:44:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Antonia Matthew
1307 S. Grant St.
Bloomington, IN 47401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Greene
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:44:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Greene
1262 Maetzel
Ohio, OH 43227
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:44:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Gray
619 E 109th Ter
Kansas City, MO 64131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Weesner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:44:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Weesner
5087 147th St W
Apple Valley, MN 55124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Toops
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:44:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Toops
774 Wilson Cove Branch Rd
Marshall, NC 28753
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

wilson morales
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:43:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
wilson morales
3430 64th st. n
saint petersburg, FL 33710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony & Cindy Guarnieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:43:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tony & Cindy Guarnieri
27 Pamlynn Road
Stamford, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jin Nothmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:43:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jin Nothmann
136 summer woods way
Owings mills, MD 21117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DJ Wagner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:43:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DJ Wagner
7740 Shrader Rd
Henrico, VA 23228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia starkey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:42:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge, containing dangerous chemicals
such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of this
discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by
the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed
floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts on the
area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea
turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine
Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia starkey
7175 allen lane
penryn, CA 95663
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Tijerina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:42:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Tijerina
4365 W. Leland Ave.
Chicago, IL 60630
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helene Devin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:42:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helene Devin
3 Mill Road
Stamford, CT 06903
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corinne Karbhari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:42:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corinne Karbhari
6 Cobbler Drive
Greenwith, South Australia, ot 5125
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Francesca Capretti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:41:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Francesca Capretti
via santa chiara
None, ot 25122
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony & Christine Guarnieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:41:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony & Christine Guarnieri
27 Pamlynn Road
Stamford, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Randi Holt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:41:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Randi Holt
Stephen Dr.
Palatine, IL 60067
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gustavo Sandoval
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:40:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gustavo Sandoval
505 Los Gatos Way
San Mateo, CA 94403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Engler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:40:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Engler
4754 Shippin Lane
Freeland, WA 98249
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie Sotere
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:40:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie Sotere
17 Kenmore Lane
Milford, CT 06460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristin Sykes - David
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:39:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristin Sykes - David
4739 Columbus Ave
Bellingham, WA 98229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dagmar Grabsch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:39:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dagmar Grabsch
Klausingring
Berlin, FL 32085
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Garcia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:39:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Garcia
2358 Lexington Avenue
Ohio, OH 44052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

amy fisher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:38:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
amy fisher
227 highland hill drive
durango, CO 81301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ashok & Kiran Bajaj
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:38:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ashok & Kiran Bajaj
Oaklawn Avenue
Stamford, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Almazon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Almazon
Lakeside Drive
Bridgeport, CT 06606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janine Kondreck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janine Kondreck
799 Dahlia St. #201
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rod and Terri Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. Thank you for your efforts and consideration.
Sincerely,
Rod and Terri Jones
3255 E 2120 Rd
Hugo, OK 74743
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nikki Nafziger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nikki Nafziger
43 Frey Place
Vallejo, CA 94590
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erica Munn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erica Munn
1680 Vine St.
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher & Laura Calise
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:37:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher & Laura Calise
Hendrickson Street
Brooklyn, NY 11234
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

myrna freeman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:36:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
myrna freeman
33075 Church Street
North Fork, CA 93643
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Renshaw
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:36:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Renshaw
5 Wylde St
Sydney, ot 2011
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Fausty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:36:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Fausty
3 Mill Road
Stamford, CT 06854
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rose Ann Witt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator Must be Denied
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:35:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing as a biologist deeply concerned about precipitous biodiversity loss, and its negative impacts on
humanity, to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend my taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rose Ann Witt
1282 Oak Grove Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy Marciano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:35:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Marciano
8 Oakwood Avenue
Norwalk, CT 06850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mervi Rantala
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:35:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mervi Rantala
Tesomajärvenkatu 20 b 23
Please select..., ot 33310
FI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul & Jackie Bogacki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:34:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul & Jackie Bogacki
29 Coral Drive
Fairfield, CT 06825
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul & Jackie Bogacki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:34:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul & Jackie Bogacki
29 Coral Drive
Fairfield, CT 06825
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheila Dillon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheila Dillon
1701 5th St SW
Willmar, MN 56201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Selbin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Selbin
3014 Colonnade Ct. NW
NM, NM 87107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irene & Slowomir Przybysz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irene & Slowomir Przybysz
16 Signal Hill Road
Wilton, CT 06897
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Humber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Humber
15124 Dunwood Trail
Apple Valley, MN 55124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nina Bohn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nina Bohn
1928 Beacon Way SE
WA, WA 98058
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marianne McDermott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:33:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marianne McDermott
3308 Brandy Court
VA, VA 22042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martha W D Bushnell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:32:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martha W D Bushnell
502 Ord Drive
Boulder, CO 80303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heriberto Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:32:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heriberto Rodriguez
533 County Highway 18
Mount Upton, NY 13809
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sraddha durand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:32:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sraddha durand
8311 Quail Hill Road NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lopamudra Mohanty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:31:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lopamudra Mohanty
1542 River Birch Dr
Missouri, MO 63376
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Satya Vayu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:31:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Satya Vayu
4418 SE Harrison
Portland, OR 97215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Oleg Varanitsa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:30:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Oleg Varanitsa
84th
Redmond, WA 98052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raymond Bissonnette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:27:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raymond Bissonnette
143 Dahlia Street
Saint Paul, MN 55115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellene Duffy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:27:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellene Duffy
386 Canyon Point Cir
Golden, CO 80403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joy Gohl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:26:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joy Gohl
725 Snowden Rd
White Salmon, WA 98672
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donald Goppert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:26:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donald Goppert
9059 kyser beach road
Canastota, NY 13032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Benjamin Lashbaugh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:25:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Benjamin Lashbaugh
304 Sheldon Avenue
Mount Shasta, CA 96067
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jerry Mylius
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:23:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jerry Mylius
1702 Fawn Dr
Texas, TX 78741
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Denton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:23:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Denton
425 S. Dibble St.
Hastings, MI 49058
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kory chatelain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:23:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kory chatelain
1 grand bayou circle
hattiesburg, MS 39402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Serina King
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:23:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Serina King
2720 State Street, Unit 23
CT, CT 06517
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

james Bradley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:22:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
james Bradley
18448 Belle Alliance
Prarieville, LA 70769
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Baldwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:22:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Baldwin
1401 Cordova St Apt 5
Anchorage, AK 99501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Bein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:22:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Bein
2216 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Weigle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:21:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Weigle
N5821 Fairway Dr
Fredonia, WI 53021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Uliana ASTRA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:19:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Uliana ASTRA
Absberggasse 57
Vienna, ot 1100
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Ramirez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:19:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teresa Ramirez
Cond. Las Torres Sur 2A
PR, PR 00959
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Harriman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:19:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Harriman
105 W Wrentham Road
RI, RI 02864
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Sells
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:18:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Greg Sells
3300 Parker Ln. Apt. 258
Austin, TX 78741
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sonia hofmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:18:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely, Sonia Hofmann
sonia hofmann
pob 72
carlsbad, CA 92018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Patrick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:18:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Patrick
3390 Tanya Ave. NW
Warren, OH 44485
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JOSEPH REEL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:17:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066
PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eleanor Dowson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:16:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eleanor Dowson
2007 Millpointe Drive SE
Mill Creek, WA 98012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Trudeau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:16:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Trudeau
111 Lake Ave
FL, FL 33460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

william sweetling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:16:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
william sweetling
22 robie st.
halifax, NS 93710
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jim head
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:16:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jim head
15307 northgate
oak park, MI 48237
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Cunningham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:15:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Cunningham
504 N. Elmwood Dr.
Aurora, IL 60506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lawrence Crowley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:15:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Crowley
441 Pheasant Run
Louisville, CO 80027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Henry M.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:15:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Henry M.
New Cedar Lane
Hamilton, NJ 08610
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Mayo-Velasco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:14:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judy Mayo-Velasco
Post Office Box 1651
Hoodsport, WA 98548
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Cranmer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:14:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Cranmer
Route 206
Southampton, NJ 08088
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniel Holmberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:13:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniel Holmberg
470C Thornton Place
Seattle, WA 98125
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jarry Owen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:13:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jarry Owen
8121 Munster
Hunt. Bch., CA 92646
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Sellon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:13:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise Sellon
1253 Springfield Ave
New Providence, NJ 07974
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Garofalo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:12:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Garofalo
586 Hopping Rd.
Belford, NJ 07718
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jennifer kilgore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:10:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jennifer kilgore
4600 apple
boulder, CO 80301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Elder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:10:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Elder
417 N 4th St
PA, PA 17032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Drena LaPointe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:10:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Drena LaPointe
7839 E Keim Drive
Scottsdale, AZ 85250
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karon Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karon Allen
15807 Parmley Creek Court
Cypress, TX 77429
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Trujillo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Trujillo
1040 E. Mallon Dr.
Pueblo West, CO 81007
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark hollinrake
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mark hollinrake
Morningside Ave
new york, NY ol16 4xg
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Guildenbecher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Guildenbecher
720 Rangeline rd. 328
Carmel, IN 46032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jovohn Hornbuckle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jovohn Hornbuckle
329 Teakwood LN
Cedar Hill, TX 75104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rax Green
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:09:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rax Green
Mole Place, Fir Tree Road
Leatherhead, ot KT228RF
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marlena Lange
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:08:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marlena Lange
23 Royce Avenue
Middletown, NY 10940
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Malmid
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:08:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Malmid
268C Glen Road
Monroe Twp, NJ 08831
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Wold
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:07:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Wold
19134 Marilla St.
Northridge, CA 91324
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Gajewski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:07:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Gajewski
489 S. Serena Lane
Bloomington, IN 47401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeanette Schandelmeier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:07:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeanette Schandelmeier
3142 Talache Rd.
ID, ID 83860
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:06:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Allen
3533 Avalon Dr
Oregon, OR 97031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

H.D. Horton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:06:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
H.D. Horton
POB 124
Camterbury, NH 03224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Whitfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:05:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Whitfield
206 nw redwing dr
lees summit, MO 64063
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

joan milford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:05:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
joan milford
7015 Hudson Cemetery Rd
Mansfield, TX 76063
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice p
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:04:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice p
53 Louise Street
Toccoa, GA 30577
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Papush
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:03:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Papush
PO Box 606
Goshen, MA 01032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maribeth Chadwell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:03:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maribeth Chadwell
2415 Second Ave #629
Seattle, WA 98121
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie Van Leekwijck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:02:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie Van Leekwijck
Boterlaarbaan 184
Deurne, ot 97005
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Valadez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:02:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Valadez
120 West 91st Street
NY, NY 10024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Roehrig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:01:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Roehrig
205 River Rd
Topsham, ME 04086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne W.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:00:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne W.
328 E. Freemason St.
Norfolk, VA 23510
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Weber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:00:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Weber
7859 Quimby Av
CA, CA 91304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Theodore Marszalek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:59:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Theodore Marszalek
5555 N Cumberland Ave
Chicago, IL 60656
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Weinberger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:59:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Weinberger
391 28th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanna Horton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:57:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanna Horton
1440 Butler Ave #15
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Phillips
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:57:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Phillips
Brittainywood Road
NC, NC 27284
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Orva M Gullett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:56:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Orva M Gullett
1922 Victory Rd Lot #116
OH, OH 43302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gail Cartwright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:56:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gail Cartwright
Fen Farm, West Fen, Stickney,
Lincolnshire, ot PE22 8BJ
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicole Schildcrout
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:54:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicole Schildcrout
115 Market St
Amesbury, MA 01913
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marc Massar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:54:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marc Massar
Genova Drive
Oviedo, FL 32765
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melodie Rammer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:54:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melodie Rammer
P.O. Box 4848
Carmel-by-the-Sea, CA 93921
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stefan Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:54:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stefan Taylor
7517 N. 40th St., Apt. F-204
Tampa, FL 33604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen Cleary
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:54:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen Cleary
5451 S Bethel Church Rd, Apt 1-201
Columbia, MO 65203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Gregg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:53:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Gregg
19 Hawthorne Avenue
NSW, ot 2067
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phyllis Jenkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:53:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Jenkins
150 E Foch St
Carlinville, IL 62626
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Saridan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:53:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Saridan
1303 n. riverside drive
Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Saridan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:53:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Saridan
1303 n. riverside drive
Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charlotte Püttmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:53:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Püttmann
Uplandstr. 51
Willingen, ot 34508
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer formoso
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:52:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer formoso
3419suter st
oakland, CA 94602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deb Singleton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:52:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deb Singleton
1135 Warrington Rd
Il, IL 60015
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adriana Machado
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:51:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adriana Machado
1369 Balhan Drive
Concord, CA 94521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Verbridge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:50:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Verbridge
1456 Wescott
MI, MI 48004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Easter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:48:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Easter
332 NE 52nd Ave
Portland, OR 97213
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ted Weinreich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:48:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ted Weinreich
1415 20th St., #104
Miami Beach, FL 33139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jo dolittle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:47:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jo dolittle
upper llandwrog
Caernarfon, ot ll54 7pt
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ricky Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:46:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ricky Taylor
4221 114th ST SE
Everett, WA 98208
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Moss
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:45:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Moss
1849 Whitaker St.
Minnesota, MN 55110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

john brinkman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:45:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
john brinkman
385 graham ave
brooklyn, NY 11211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gay Goden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:45:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gay Goden
18591 Abby Ave
Euclid, OH 44119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

wendy walters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:45:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
wendy walters
385 graham ave
brooklyn, NY 11211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MYRA Dremeaux
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:44:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MYRA Dremeaux
197 Forest Drive
NY, NY 10549
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phillip J Crabill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:43:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Phillip J Crabill
902 W Eldorado Parkway
Little Elm, TX 75068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Bishop
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:41:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Bishop
4840 C ST
SACRAMENTO, CA 95819
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angelika Davis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:41:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angelika Davis
835 E 6th Ave
UT, UT 84103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Leffler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:41:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Leffler
2116 poplar st
van buren, AR 72956
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John S. Sonin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:41:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John S. Sonin
329 Fifth Street, #1
Junaeu, AK 99801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Montague
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:40:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Montague
266 NO. Plain Rd.,
Housatonic, MA 01236
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charlotte Walker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:40:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Walker
73 Kehner Rd
Steelville, MO 65565
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:40:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Jones
2265 Coach and Surrey
Aurora, IL 60506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristina Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:39:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristina Anderson
5605 180th Ave NW
Ramsey, MN 55303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aron Ralston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:39:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aron Ralston
928 Mapleton Ave.
Boulder, CO 80304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mal Gaff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:37:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mal Gaff
801 W. Ocean Blvd
Lompoc, CA 93436
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack Hanke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:37:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jack Hanke
8 Chase Street
Newburyport, MA 01950
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaia Forcier-Call
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:36:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaia Forcier-Call
PO Box 43
Jemez Springs, NM 87025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack Dunham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:36:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jack Dunham
3343 Wilawana Rd.
Sayre, PA 18840
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Sonne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:36:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Sonne
743 3rd Street
Catasauqua, PA 18032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Liz Powell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:35:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Liz Powell
23 Osprey Road
Flitwick, ot MK45 1RU
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathi Ridgway
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:35:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathi Ridgway
157 PHEASANT LN#PL157
Pickerington, OH 43147
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Purbrick-Illek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:33:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Purbrick-Illek
255 West Vista Ave. S.
Salem, OR 97302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Maron-Friend
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:33:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judith Maron-Friend
123 Abcde
Portland, OR 97220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iris Esther López
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:32:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Iris Esther López
Est de Gran Vista
Puerto Rico, PR 00778
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renie Mc Callum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:32:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Renie Mc Callum
3508 Island Hwy, S.
Courtenay, BC V9N 9T9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rafael Fuentes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:32:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rafael Fuentes
260calle Canals Apt 101
San Juan, PR 00907
PR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Argyle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:31:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Argyle
115 Coral Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark lawlor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:30:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mark lawlor
2037 vine st.
berkeley, CA 94709
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Crider
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:30:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Crider
PO Box 16
Woodbury, CT 06798
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:30:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
cs
218 west 104 street
ny, NY 10025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Lubin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:30:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Lubin
10723 Queen Ave
La Mesa, CA 91941
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Berg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Berg
705 14th St
IA, IA 52247
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Bonfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Bonfield
5702 N 33rd St Unit 4D
Tacoma, WA 98407
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Myrna Cohen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Myrna Cohen
3615 Bercaw Lane
San Jose, CA 95124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jason Steadmon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jason Steadmon
677 Avenue M
Boulder City, NV 89005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Llinas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Llinas
1343 Valentia St
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellen Hogarty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:28:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellen Hogarty
1710 Dollar Lake Dr.
Kent, OH 44240
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sophia McAskill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:27:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sophia McAskill
1391 E. Baronet
Palatine, IL 60074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

doug krause
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:26:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
doug krause
31 battleford bay
fargo, ND 58108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:25:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Miller
407 Buckhorn Drive
Belvidere, NJ 07823
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Becker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:24:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Becker
311 Bay Drive
NY - New York, NY 11758
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kristi dunn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:24:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kristi dunn
319 lancelot
Clemson, SC 29631
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carl Cartwright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:24:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carl Cartwright
13556 Trumball St
Whittier, CA 90605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Hughes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:23:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Hughes
17A Tamarind Drive
NSW, ot 2454
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gatha Pierucki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:23:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gatha Pierucki
414 N. 5th Street
Burr Oak, MI 49030
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Stanick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator - it is a pollution generator of the worst sort
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:23:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, destroyingPuerto Rico's largest wetland. The water will produce polluted discharge and steam containing
dangerous chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise
locations of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will
also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff
trucks and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or
their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle
and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
Burning tons of city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. This plan is a disaster in the making. Please cancel it.
Sincerely,
Leslie Stanick
210- 10665 139th st
BC, BC V3T4L8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brenda Evans
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:22:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brenda Evans
1259-B East Maryland Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Quinn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:21:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherry Quinn
PO Box 62971
CCOLORADO SPRINGS, CO 80962
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff LaFlamme
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:21:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff LaFlamme
100 Principe de Paz
Santa Fe, NM 87508
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Theobald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:20:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
George Theobald
136 Hope Street
Cooktown, ot 4895
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Herbruck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator DOWN WITH POLLUTING CORPORATIONS NOW
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:20:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Herbruck
3098 Rue D'Orleans #221
San diego, CA 92110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Klass
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:18:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Klass
136 West 24th Street
New York, NY 10011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Chatham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:18:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Chatham
3510 Taft Street
Florida, FL 33021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tusi Ritachild
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:17:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please REJECT federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. Puerto
Rico's Cano Tiburones is precious & needs to be preserved. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities
Service should not support this environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to
deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs
and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for
residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tusi Ritachild
108 Bliss St
Florence, MA 01062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana P. de Held
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:16:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana P. de Held
P32
Heidelberg, ot 69117
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Toni Long
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:16:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Toni Long
510 Boonesboro Rd
Greenwood, IN 46142
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shreshtha Jain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:16:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shreshtha Jain
3110 rudder lane
bloomington, IL 61704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rhonda Carr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:16:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rhonda Carr
41 Carnegie St
Queensland, ot 4074
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caroline de Ville de Goyet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:16:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a e future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caroline de Ville de Goyet
Chaussée de Wavre, 202
Wanze, ot 4520
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Callan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:15:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Callan
4037 Gilman Avenue
Louisville, KY 40207
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betty J. Van Wicklen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:14:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Betty J. Van Wicklen
41 Lake Shore Dr. #2B
Watervliet, NY 12189
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rollin Odell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:14:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rollin Odell
2 Haciendas Road
Orinda, CA 94563
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabi Hiemann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:14:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabi Hiemann
1931 Woodbury Ave
Portsmouth, NH 03801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DALE ELLIS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:14:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DALE ELLIS
15851 W 56th Place
CO, CO 80403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

SUSAN BRADSHAW
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:13:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
SUSAN BRADSHAW
16419 Heartquake Trace
VA, VA 23120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward Hanson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:13:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edward Hanson
Leyden
CC, CO 80022
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellen Marshall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:13:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellen Marshall
2555 Oakridge Dr
Waterloo, IL 62298
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Molloy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:13:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Molloy
34 Butler Place
New York, NY 11238
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicky Able
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:13:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicky Able
16 battlefields
kent, ot 12345
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie Soren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:12:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurie Soren
4409 bluebird drive
Midland, MI 49650
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

a.l. steiner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:12:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
a.l. steiner
1299 Conrwallville Rd.
conrwallville, NY 12418
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

BILLY WOODS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:12:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
BILLY WOODS
128 COOK STREET
CHAFFEE, MO 63740
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dena Leavengood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:11:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dena Leavengood
3007 w Chapin ave
Tampa, FL 33611
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L Guthrie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:11:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L Guthrie
4 Araluen Drive, Croydon
Melbourne, ot 3136
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Olch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:09:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. I find this absolutely SHOCKING that you even think this could be a 'solution'.
Shame on you.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
What are you thinking???!!
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Olch
PO Box 128
Eugene, OR 97440
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Brandner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:09:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Brandner
2313 E Mall St
Wilmington, DE 19810
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

liz wilton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:09:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
liz wilton
6404 rodman street
hollywood, FL 33023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bradley Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:08:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bradley Smith
2809 NE 2nd PL
Cape Coral, FL 33909
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Baouche
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:08:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Baouche
4 Pease Farm Road
CT, CT 06029
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Sorensen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:07:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Sorensen
15 Stockton Dr.
Nashua, NH 03063
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:07:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Roberts
7 Fraser Drive
Teignmouth, ot TQ14 9DX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellen Gutfleisch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:07:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellen Gutfleisch
N72 W22488 Jeanine
WI, WI 53089
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Corby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
SAVE PUERTO RICO WETLANDS FROM TRASH INCINERATOR : Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:06:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Corby
58 Poplar Ave.
Pine Plains, NY 12567
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Allan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:06:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Allan
211 Pine St.
Atlantic Beach, FL 32233
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MARISA BRAVO
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:06:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MARISA BRAVO
7 DE SETIEMBRE 4152
CORDOBA, ot 5001
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris McCarty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:05:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris McCarty
700 N Colorado Blvd. #354
Denver, CO 80206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Howe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:05:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Howe
66 Selwyn Rd.
Belmont, MA 02478
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denis Andrews
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:04:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denis Andrews
106 Byrd Place
TX, TX 75051
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Spike Werda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:04:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Spike Werda
1503 E 13TH ST
Tucson, AZ 85719
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristian Contreras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cristian Contreras
4700 Acacia St
CA, CA 90201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sharon stavrinakis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sharon stavrinakis
4903 SE Avalon Ave
Lawton, OK 73501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jed Holtzman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jed Holtzman
847 Scott St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helen Curtis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helen Curtis
8523 N Stevens Drive
Spokane, WA 99208
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Cromwick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Cromwick
29 Hancock St Apt 2
MA, MA 02144
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:03:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Gray
2227 E. Olmstead Way
Anaheim, CA 92806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Wolf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:02:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Wolf
1431 1/2 Lake Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kate Ionina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:02:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kate Ionina
84th
Redmond, WA 98052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Aber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:01:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Aber
5507 Central
Kansas City, MO 64113
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:01:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Johnson
9456 W. Wagon Trail Circle
Denver, CO 80123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy & Davis Peticolas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:59:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy & Davis Peticolas
1716 W. Lake Ave.
CO, CO 80120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Price
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:59:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Price
1025 W River Rd
MI, MI 49445
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Belknap
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:59:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Belknap
629 Don Vincente Drive
NV, NV 89005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deidre Moderacki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:59:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deidre Moderacki
626 East 14th Street
New York, NY 10009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margot Lowe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:58:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margot Lowe
4834 Northerly St
Oceanside, CA 92056
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melinda Armistead
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:57:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melinda Armistead
228 Bray St
Gloucester, MA 01930
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Burnett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:57:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Burnett
p o box 443
Benton, KY 42025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gavin Bornholtz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:57:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gavin Bornholtz
9090 CREEKWOOD LAKE TRL
GRAND BLANC, MI 48439
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey E. Olsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:57:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
USA Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife would also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the USA Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corey E. Olsen
W334S724 Cushing Park Rd.
Delafield, WI 53018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Larry McDaniel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:57:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Larry McDaniel
1611 W 1st St   Apt 5
Vinton, IA 52349
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hervé Bérard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:56:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hervé Bérard
26, Rue de Chartres, Bât A
Orsay, ot 91400
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:56:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Roberts
3450 N Lake Shore Dr
Chicago, IL 60657
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Ehrhardt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:55:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Ehrhardt
PO Box 243
California, CA 93953
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Lake
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:55:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Lake
6013 S. Redwood Rd.
Taylorsville, UT 84123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joe Ginsburg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:54:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joe Ginsburg
12210 Densmore Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

janet forman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:53:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
janet forman
351 west 24 street
new york, NY 10011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandra Becker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:52:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexandra Becker
7139 N McAlpin Ave
Chicago, IL 60646
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lilly Knuth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:52:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lilly Knuth
38 Harvard Rd S
Garden City, NY 11530
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Garitty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:52:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Garitty
13088 Vista Knolls
Nevada City, CA 95959
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heath Post
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:51:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heath Post
1323 W. Wieland Rd.
Lansing, MI 48906
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda martens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:51:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
linda martens
5162 la jolla village drive
san diego, CA 92121
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Powell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:51:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Powell
651 Sinex Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:51:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Harrison
12800 Marion Lane W.
Minnetonka, MN 55305
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Sawcer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:51:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Sawcer
12 Rowan ave
Cambridge, ot Cb223td
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gina Pantier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:50:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gina Pantier
37632 26th Dr S
Federal way, WA 98003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sharron laplante
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:50:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sharron laplante
po box 886
tolland, CT 06084
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:50:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judith Wilson
378 N. Wheatland Hwy
Wheatland, WY 82201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Spratt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:49:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Spratt
1931 Wooldridge Ferry Rd
Elizabethtown, KY 42701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carolyn suchenicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:49:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
carolyn suchenicz
301 old Springfield rd
Stafford, CT 06076
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary-Lou Gillette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary-Lou Gillette
43131 Washington Common
CA, CA 94539
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria de la Rosa-Young
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria de la Rosa-Young
5125 North Saint Louis Avenue
Chicago, IL 60625
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Francine Hodovan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Francine Hodovan
9 Kent Court
CT, CT 06278
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Luursema
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Luursema
Jan haringstraat 36-1
Amsterdam, ot 1056xj
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Rupert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Greg Rupert
4777 Mccomber
Duluth, MN 55803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Swaim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Swaim
none
AR, AR 72205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Johanna Stone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:48:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Johanna Stone
142a Palapu St
Kailua, HI 96734
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Miller
16662 Sommertime Ln
Hamilton, VA 20158
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geoff Barker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Geoff Barker
2660 Augusta Drive
TX, TX 77057
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jeanette french
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jeanette french
9001 giltinan court
springfield, VA 22153
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Steenbergen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Steenbergen
1617 Taylor Ave N.
Washington, WA 98109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sonia Zainko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sonia Zainko
Rua Jenny Gomes 32
Petropolis, ot 25750020
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothea Winston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:47:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothea Winston
1186 W.Circulo del Sur
Green Valley, AZ 85614
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Bourgeois
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:46:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Bourgeois
108 Cedar Trail
CO, CO 80863
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gillian wilde
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:45:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gillian wilde
trafalgar
tuross, ot 2537
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brittany Chinigo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:45:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brittany Chinigo
252 Old Canterbury Tpke. Lot 106
CT, CT 06360
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lewis Kuhlman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:45:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lewis Kuhlman
222 Jay Street #211
La Crosse, WI 54601
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paula Bourgeois
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:44:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paula Bourgeois
108 Cedar Trail
CO, CO 80863
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Addington
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:44:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Addington
2609 Canterbury
Austin, TX 78702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Seltzer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:44:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

corinne wolpe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:44:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
corinne wolpe
2250 route 645
harvey, NB E6K 4A7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nina clausen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:43:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nina clausen
new york
new york, NY 13625
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Reider
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:43:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Reider
1725 Fairview Avenue North
Falcon Heights, MN 55113
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Novotny
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:43:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan Novotny
401 15th Ave. North
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim A.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:43:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim A.
Camelback Rd.
Arizona, AZ 85251
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Broda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:42:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Broda
646 Gallant Fox
Dallas, TX 75211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MaLu Mateus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:40:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MaLu Mateus
Safferlingstr.3
Munich, ot 80634
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Don Kurz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:40:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Don Kurz
6107 Elston Rd.
Jefferson City, MO 65109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trina Novak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:40:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Trina Novak
33 Gilbert Rd
Needham, MA 02492
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianne Douglas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:40:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
AZ, AZ 85042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

A Bonvouloir
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:40:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
A Bonvouloir
POB 70185
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roseanne Schettino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:39:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roseanne Schettino
26 Breed St.
MA, MA 02128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Heald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:39:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Heald
4990 Riverlake Drive
Peachtree Corners, GA 30097
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Fairchild
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:39:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Fairchild
4809 54th Ave
Seattle, WA 98118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meredith Kearns
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:39:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meredith Kearns
3115 N. Riverside Dr.
Virginia, VA 23089
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

G. G. Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:39:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
G. G. Johnson
1334 R Street NW
Washington, DC 20009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanne Burtis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:38:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanne Burtis
Clark Ave.
Lynbrook, NY 11563
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kate Kenner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:38:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kate Kenner
31 Woodman St.
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janel Compton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:38:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janel Compton
20824 So Humboldt Dr.
Frankfort, IL 60423
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janel Compton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:37:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janel Compton
20824 So Humboldt Dr.
Frankfort, IL 60423
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Puc
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:37:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Puc
700 pacific
Bklyn, NY 11217
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicky Able
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:37:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicky Able
16 battlefields
kent, ot 12345
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vinnedge Lawrence
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:36:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vinnedge Lawrence
299 Saddleback Rd
West Baldwin, ME 04091
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine Tarn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:36:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christine Tarn
Rue St Benoit
None, ot 75006
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Steele
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:36:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Steele
24561 La Hermosa Ave.
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Light
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:36:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Light
1 Yarranton Close
Stratford on Avon, ot Cv370re
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heidi Dhivya Berthoud
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:35:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heidi Dhivya Berthoud
366 Wyland Rd
VA, VA 23921
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Harter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:35:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Harter
1249 Bundage Court
Marina, CA 93933
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Tedesco-Kerrick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:34:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terry Tedesco-Kerrick
3042 ESquaw Peak Circle
Phoenix, AZ 85016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

roger schmidt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:34:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
roger schmidt
2025 taft
madison, WI 53713
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wolfie Fulgham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:34:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wolfie Fulgham
235 N Jackson
Starkville, MS 39759
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mollie smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:33:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mollie smith
1046 coal creek rd
chehalis, WA 98532
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lorenz Steininger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:33:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lorenz Steininger
waldstr
hohenwart, ot 86558
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adina Parsley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:32:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adina Parsley
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gregory Monahan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:32:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gregory Monahan
7225 SW 13th Ave
OR, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:32:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Thompson
2874 Amy Drive
South Park, PA 15129
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cynthia hathaway
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:31:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
cynthia hathaway
hcr1 box 5377
deaau, HI 96749
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gretchen Whisenand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:31:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gretchen Whisenand
1949 Belmont Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:31:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
linda williams
35 holly gen lane
cape may cout house, NJ 08210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mary zack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:31:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mary zack
ridgedale dr. n.
worthington, OH 43085
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeriene Walberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:30:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeriene Walberg
1025 Pilinut Court
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nevena Barberi?
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:30:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nevena Barberi?
Preliva?ka 11
Wyoming, WY 11211
SP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:29:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Miller
349 Westchester Sq. So.
Montana, MT 59105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

greg and laurie schwaller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:29:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury.
The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of this discharge as well as the harms from airpollution fallout on Caño Tiburones.
Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash,
thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address
these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species.
A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine
Fisheries Service definitely must be done.
The incinerator would cause significant environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already
violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend
taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you. We are counting on you.
Sincerely,
greg and laurie schwaller
43857 South Fork Dr
Three Rivers, CA 93271
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jared rex
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:29:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jared rex
542 Fatherland Street
TN, TN 37206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brandee Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:29:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brandee Moore
999 Loop Rd
Alabama, AL 35987
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

alunni ilaria
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:28:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
alunni ilaria
via quasimodo
perugia, ot 06074
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denis DellaLoggia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:28:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denis DellaLoggia
416 Milmar Road
Wilmington, DE 19804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Klaus Shelley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:28:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Klaus Shelley
B-1045 SW 122nd St
Burien, WA 98146
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

donna marino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:28:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
donna marino
104 pine tree lane
boulder, CO 80304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Johanna Wermers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:27:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Johanna Wermers
9712 Delamere Ct.
MD, MD 20850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Karr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:27:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Karr
1005 7th St
Berthoud, CO 80513
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Derek Richards
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:27:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Derek Richards
Whetstone Cottage, Marston Meysey,
Swindon, Wiltshire, ot SN6 6LL
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shannon Isaacs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:27:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shannon Isaacs
445 Lenwood Dr
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcia Stauffer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:26:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marcia Stauffer
270 Fawnwood Dr
Tallmadge, OH 44278
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill B.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:26:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill B.
828 Bay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Wyatt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:25:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of drop-off trucks
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Wyatt
34 Curry Hill Road
Levittown, PA 19057
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristen Bossert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:25:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristen Bossert
121 Ellison Drive
Milton, DE 19968
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renee Stein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:25:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Renee Stein
332 East 22nd Street
NY, NY 10010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Antonio Lentini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:25:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Antonio Lentini
2905 Glynn Mill Ct
Snellville, GA 30039
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Bailey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:25:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gloria Bailey
14762 Brown Rd
Three Oaks, MI 49138
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aimee Hodge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:24:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aimee Hodge
20289 Beatty Ridge Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Theresa Shiels
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:24:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Theresa Shiels
178 El Granada Blvd
El Granada, CA 94018
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ravinder Bajwa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:24:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ravinder Bajwa
6910 Old Redmond Rd Apt 139
Redmond, WA 98052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karolina Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:23:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karolina Johnson
2910 Barlow Street
Madison, WI 53705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:23:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Thompson
2874 Amy Drive
South Park, PA 15129
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Russ Pilato
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:22:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Russ Pilato
2499 Sanitarium Road
Clifton Springs, NY 14432
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mandy DeVine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:22:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mandy DeVine
6308 Tracey Ct
VA, VA 22310
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marco de la Rosa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:21:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to REJECT Federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture / DOA's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of
supporting environmentally DESTRUCTIVE projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto
Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects providing more jobs and putting Puerto
Rico on a fast track for a healthier future, like increased RECYCLING and COMPOSTING services for residents
and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2,000,000 gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as POLLUTED discharge and steam containing
dangerous chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review FAILED to examine the
precise locations of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby
wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands
of drop off trucks and proposed floodplain modifications.
The environmental assessment did NOT address those problems nor their impacts on the area's 21 federally
protected species, including Puerto Rican parrots, leather back sea turtles and hawks bill sea turtles. A formal
Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service / FWS and National Marine Fisheries
Service was NEVER done.
In short, burning city waste will NOT make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support SUSTAINABLE solutions, require consideration of NON-incineration alternatives and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this POLLUTING for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marco de la Rosa
12700 NE 124th St.
Kirkland, WA 98034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Signe Wetteland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:21:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Signe Wetteland
1925 Donner Ave Apt 3
Davis, CA 95618
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne Pinkerton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:21:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne Pinkerton
800 Kimberton Road, Apt. J3
Phoenixville, PA 19460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanne McGrath
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:21:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanne McGrath
924 Chestnut Cove Rd.
Sylva, NC 28779
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark levin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:20:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mark levin
3038 Arrowhead lane
plymouth meeting, PA 19462
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Levent Bozdere
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:20:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Levent Bozdere
26 Linscott Rd
London, ot E5 0RD
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Derek Stockdale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:20:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Derek Stockdale
13 Dea
Bangor, ot BT19 6NX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Shardo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:20:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judith Shardo
8218 SE 26th St
Mercer Island, WA 98040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

keri briggs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:19:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
keri briggs
3215 parnell ave
Fort Wayne, IN 46805
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keith Morris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:19:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keith Morris
1522 1/2 Rosalia Road
California, CA 90027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terence Travis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:19:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terence Travis
91-999 La'aulu St.
Ewa Beach, HI 96706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan McGrath
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:19:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan McGrath
18 Island
Franklin, MA 02038
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanne Beeman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:18:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanne Beeman
P O Box 95872
Las Vegas, NV 89193
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heide-Marie Henniger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:17:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heide-Marie Henniger
Schildensteinstr. 4
Muenchen, ot 81673
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Gillespie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:17:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon Gillespie
1103 Enfield
Austin, TX 78703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Grames
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:16:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Grames
4262 W Camino Pintoresco
Tucson, AZ 85745
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Lenz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:16:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrew Lenz
P.O. Box 59
Leverett, MA 01054
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Graanoogst
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:15:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Graanoogst
800 Red Oak ct
Azle, TX 76020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edgar Cabral
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:15:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edgar Cabral
P.O.Box191721
Miami Beach, FL 33119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Sharkey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:14:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Sharkey
PO Box 70
Grosvenordale, CT 06246
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Evelyn Och
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:13:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Evelyn Och
803 s negley ave
Pgh, PA 15232
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Miguel Gimenez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:13:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Miguel Gimenez
San Juan 36
San Juan, PR 00936
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Murningham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:13:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Murningham
4043 Plum Street
Conover, NC 28613
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Squire
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:13:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Squire
6605 Claremont Ave
Raytown, MO 64133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peggy Slemp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:12:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peggy Slemp
17111 148th Ave. NE
Woodinville, WA 98072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Annecone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:12:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Annecone
551 Torrey Pine Lane
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lois Shadix
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:11:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lois Shadix
2928 Saddleback Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45244
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beulah White
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:11:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA must support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend
taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beulah White
2605 El Camino Drive
Ohio, OH 45044
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adriana Micciulla
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:11:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adriana Micciulla
Scottsdale. AZ. 85255
USA
Adriana Micciulla
8711 E. Pinnacle Peak Rd.
Scottsdale, CO 85255
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

W Jean Rohrer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:11:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
W Jean Rohrer
54A Clark Pt Rd
Maine, ME 04679
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Pincepoche
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:10:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Pincepoche
5 avenue de verdun
LA BAULE, ot 44500
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanja Lehmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:10:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanja Lehmann
Kaspar-Kerll-Str. 19
Munich, ot 81245
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

raju gupta-chaudhary
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:10:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
raju gupta-chaudhary
22 tomlinson close
State, AL w44dr
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

paul burke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:10:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
paul burke
5425 club head road
virginia beach, VA 23455
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Vaught
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:10:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Vaught
505 Oak forest circle
Antioch, TN 37013
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Grigsby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Grigsby
8064 Alma Mesa Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Arbuckle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Arbuckle
635 16th Ave.
Menlo Park, CA 94025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Merlin Hay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Merlin Hay
1, St. Bridges Close
Kewstoke, Weston-super-Mare, ot BS22 9UN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kim kensinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kim kensinger
906 Briarbrook
houston, TX 77042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samantha Wright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Samantha Wright
2626 Lakes Corners Rd
clyde, NY 14433
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Buchanan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:09:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Buchanan
1321 7th street
Ogden, UT 84404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy Battle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:08:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Battle
6088 Brookline Court
Lisle, IL 60532
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caroline Marshall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:08:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caroline Marshall
14377 Pine Cone Lane
Pine Grove, CA 95665
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Grosh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:08:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Grosh
1750 W Main St #124
California, CA 92243
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Therese DeBing
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:07:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Therese DeBing
935 Lighthouse Ave #14
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca McDonough
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:07:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca McDonough
PO Box 165
Eastsound, WA 98245
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

heather cross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:07:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
heather cross
259 Kingsland Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11222
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christeen Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:07:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr
FL, FL 32539
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Deuell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:06:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Deuell
726 Birch Street
Pocatello, ID 83201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tami Palacky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:05:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tami Palacky
8005 BETHELEN WOODS LN
VA, VA 22153
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Marshall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:05:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Marshall
31710 Spinecup Ridge Road
Raymond, CA 93653
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alessandro Raganato
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:05:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alessandro Raganato
via Lucania, 7
CA, CA 90016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tonya Cockrell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:04:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tonya Cockrell
1554 San Rafael Dr.
Corona, CA 92882
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheeza Qurashi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:04:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheeza Qurashi
3 Hampshire ct
Sicklerville, NJ 08081
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Buckingham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:04:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Buckingham
7955 West Chalk Creek Road
WY, WY 82604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sj Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:04:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sj Jones
Marbham
Nottingham, ot Ng35aa
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jo Pfeffer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:03:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jo Pfeffer
121 Lithia Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Line Ringgaard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:03:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Line Ringgaard
Line Ringgaard
Willow St
Rising Sun, ot 7400
DK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marie Leven
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:02:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Who is profiting? Certainly not the people of Puerto Rico or its wild life. Stop polluting other peoples countries!
Sincerely,
Marie Leven
321 Bellewood Drive
Flushing, MI 48433
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chris calvert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:02:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chris calvert
230 Cibola Dr.
Santa Fe, NM 87501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Newmark
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:01:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Newmark
1507 E West Hwy
Silver Spring, MD 20910
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Mayer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:01:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Mayer
108 Rainbow Dr #825
Livingston, TX 77399
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Farrar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Farrar
1 Brook Drive
Cheshire, ot CW6 0NX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Willard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Willard
293 Ember Dr
Oxford, WI 53952
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

andrea vazquez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
andrea vazquez
Av uruguay 340
East River, ND 58270
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Powell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Powell
7162 Marymount Way
Goleta, CA 93117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Virginia Johnston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Virginia Johnston
14 Merrimack Road
Milford, NH 03055
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcus Lanskey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marcus Lanskey
3867 Potter Street
OR, OR 97405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert McConnell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:00:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert McConnell
14 Stevens Ter
Arlington, MA 02476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Capobianco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:59:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Capobianco
101 Keystone CT
Bethel Park, PA 15102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karen steele
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:59:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karen steele
5 del norte street
eureka, CA 95501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:51 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Miguel Otero
69 Blvd Media Luna
Carolina, PR 00987stich_86_2004@hotmail.com
(787) 691-2354

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katrina Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katrina Smith
Kearney Rd
Stanley, NY 14561
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Birgit Walch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Birgit Walch
Stone Church Rd E
Willmar, MN 56201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jere Wilkerson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jere Wilkerson
1600 Linden Ct.
Cambria, CA 93428
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bradley Sorock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bradley Sorock
3936 Zenith Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Hill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Hill
1045 haro st
Vancouver, BC v6e 3z8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:58:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Miller
30 Marie Lane
PA, PA 17307
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Skibinski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:57:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Skibinski
49 Elmwood Park West
Tonawanda, NY 14150
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nahid Varjavand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:57:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nahid Varjavand
820 Bauer Dr.
San Carlos, CA 94070
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fred Cepela
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:57:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fred Cepela
10197 S. Lake Ct.
Traverse City, MI 49684
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicolás Caballero
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:57:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicolás Caballero
Dos hermanas
Sevilla, ot 41702
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolo Harman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:56:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolo Harman
250 Signature Drive
Bloomingdale, IL 60108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Evi Winter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:56:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Evi Winter
Heynestrasse
Nürnberg, ot 90443
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ingrid Boehl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ingrid Boehl
4 james court
hackettstown, NJ 07840
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Jordan-Guzman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Jordan-Guzman
8858 W Ante Rd
Post Falls, ID 83854
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Coakley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Coakley
2154 Benita Drive, Apt. 3
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Sullivan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Sullivan
1231 SW Kalama
Oak Harbor, WA 98277
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charles Scheel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charles Scheel
2275 Lusardi Drive
San Jose, CA 95148
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gayle Abbott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gayle Abbott
5207 Carrington St.
Sacramento, CA 95819
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Weyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:55:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Weyer
12015 Marine Dr.#331
Tulalip, WA 98271
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Atila Raymond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:54:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Atila Raymond
Kinkelstrasse 24
None, ot 8006
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Norman Traum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:53:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Norman Traum
1478 N Franklin Ct
Louisville, CO 80027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lori peniche
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:53:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lori peniche
12660 hillcrest rd #4101
TX, TX 75230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cathy Brunick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:53:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cathy Brunick
14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheryl Rose
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:51:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico.
This proposal is an extremely bad idea!!!
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheryl Rose
1407 Cornell Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Chillcott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Chillcott
Peterborough Road
Peterborough, ot PE5 7AX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly Bauer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelly Bauer
904 W. Lawrence Ave.
Chicago, IL 60640
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LISA ANNECONE
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LISA ANNECONE
551 TORREY PINE LANE
SANTA ROSA, CA 95407
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yael Shimshin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yael Shimshin
Vardinon
Jerusalem, ot 93744
IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Johnny Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Johnny Harrison
po box 635
Greer, SC 2965
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

covi lopez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
covi lopez
4930 30th ave se
FL, FL 34117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Pujol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
Recology, the company that handles the garbage and recycling for Cupertino, California, and other San Francisco
Bay Area cities, is a model for recycling and composting with a minimal amount going to garbage. With global
warming being fed by burning materials that emit carbon into the atmosphere, it is imperative that we find ways to
decrease carbon emissions. Rather than burning garbage, it makes sense to promote efforts to recycle and re-use
materials, which includes developing avenues for "Freecycling" items that others may be interested in using. For
example, a family may replace an old but working microwave oven with a new one. Rather than taking up room in
a landfill, another family may be delighted to receive the used oven. The Freecycle network in our area allows
people to make Offer and Wanted postings for free items within the community. When an Offered or Wanted item
is picked up, a Taken or Received posting is made. This process of sharing and reusing diverts items from the
landfill and promotes community!
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of drop-off trucks
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards. I
respectfully request that the USDA support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration
alternatives, and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Karen Pujol
Karen Pujol
894 Brookgrove Lane
Cupertino, CA 95014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

covi lopez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
covi lopez
4930 30th ave se
FL, FL 34117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Metzger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Metzger
954 Perkins Rd.
Kents Store, VA 23084
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Penny
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Penny
15, Grove Park Rd,
London, ot N15 4SW
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Lindsay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Lindsay
257 Keith Avenue
Akron, OH 44313
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

helen Torosian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
helen Torosian
5 Aiken Rd
Fredericksburg, VA 22405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

amy pick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
amy pick
1 hawk drive
New Paltz, NY 12561
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine Parcevaux
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:49:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christine Parcevaux
3920 SE 18th Ave.
Ocala, FL 34480
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Sheehy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:48:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Sheehy
4727 Alpine Dr.
Klamath Falls, OR 97603
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Hughes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:48:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Hughes
4 Newfield Ln
Newtown, CT 06470
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lani Hink
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:48:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lani Hink
RR 3, Box 1256
Pahoa, HI 96778
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

monica picon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:47:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
monica picon
segurola 143
buenos aires, ot 11716
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alec Hendrickson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:47:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alec Hendrickson
3219 west 44th street
minneapolis, MN 55410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Froehlich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Froehlich
10410 N Cave Creek Rd
AZ, AZ 85020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Lorentzen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Lorentzen
14250 Chicken Dinner Road
ID, ID 83607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

BRUCE HOEKSEMA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
BRUCE HOEKSEMA
6405 MACLAURIN DR
TAMPA, FL 33647
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ray Kalinski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ray Kalinski
PO Box 700743
Saint Cloud, FL 34770
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Glim
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Glim
1301 Buena Vista Ave.
CA, CA 93950
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Oakley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Oakley
211 west bald head wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28461
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Creelman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslie Creelman
230 Tivoli Private
Ottawa, ON K2E0A7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Bourne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:46:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Bourne
16 Hancock Road
Brookline, MA 02445
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

vernon jacobs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
vernon jacobs
148 stetson ave
Corte Madera, CA 94925
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Martin
1820 Kent Ave South E
Vancouver, BC V5P 2S7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

I. Engle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
I. Engle
605 Bosque St.
Village of Tularosa, NM 88352
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonna Mettie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonna Mettie
9
Paradise, MI 49783
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vanessa Carbia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Carbia
5704 S.W. 86th Drive
Gainesville, FL 32608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Megan O"Brien
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Megan O'Brien
2389 Westpark Drive
San Jose, CA 95124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Arbogast
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Arbogast
14 rue Jean Racine
Hoenheim, ot 67800
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CINDY COLLIER
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:45:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
CINDY COLLIER
33 walnut drive
WEST YORKSHIRE, ot WF6 1NG
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Wiechmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:44:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Wiechmann
8222 Lupine ln
Clinton, WA 98236
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

d t ptak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:44:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
d t ptak
po box 106
delevan, NY 14042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maura Buckley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:44:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of drop-off trucks
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle, and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste will not make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maura Buckley
5633 N College Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Morey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:43:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Morey
8511 84th St. S.W.
Lakewood, WA 98498
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Garber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:43:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Garber
502 Milner Dr.
Red Lion, PA 17356
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J Beverly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:43:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J Beverly
803 Shurts Street
Urbana, IL 61801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Braddom
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:42:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Braddom
802 Nanny Reams Ln.
Cary, NC 27519
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julija Merljak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:42:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julija Merljak
18 Rooibekkie St.
Fairplay, CO 80440
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Kvasova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:42:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Kvasova
15126 Moroni road
Meridian, CA 95957
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Bicking
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:42:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Bicking
805 Vickilee Ct.
Richmond, VA 23236
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria del Pilar Barranco
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:42:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria del Pilar Barranco
Calle Hortaleza, 68
Madrid, ot 28004
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise McKenna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:41:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise McKenna
29 Rutland Road
Chesterfield, ot S40 1NA
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rich Moser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Stick to helping small farmers instead!
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:41:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rich Moser
PO Box 277
Santa Barbara, CA 93102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

d rOBINSON
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:41:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
d rOBINSON
pob 151
curlew, WA 99118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Malinda Plog
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:40:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Malinda Plog
1740 Ave V
Scottsbluff, NE 69361
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carolyn schmitz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:40:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
carolyn schmitz
po box 1743
prescott, AZ 86302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra McCarthy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:39:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra McCarthy
15396 E 108th Ave
Colorado, CO 80022
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bethany Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:38:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bethany Thompson
10 Academy St.
ME, ME 04769
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roxann Carmean
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:38:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roxann Carmean
9179 W Juniper Rd
Strawberry, AZ 85544
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonnie Beverage
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Beverage
4226 Brookside Ave.
Cincinnati, OH 45223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Munkelnbeck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Munkelnbeck
4561 West Mars Street
Tucson, AZ 85741
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Saran Kirschbaum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Saran Kirschbaum
1710 Bagley Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90035
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erik LaRue
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erik LaRue
17567 Maiben Rd.
Burlington, WA 98233
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

stephanie k
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
stephanie k
85 wampum Lane
Jefferson, CO 80456
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Boulton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:37:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Boulton
118 Glenthistle Rd
Madison, WI 53705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

olga balado
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:36:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
olga balado
peñuelas
madrid, ot 28005
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denis Petitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:36:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denis Petitt
1046 North Screenland Drive
Burbank, CA 91505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecile Lemay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:35:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecile Lemay
564 King Geo Blvd
Surrey, BC V3T 5B7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

heather bauer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:35:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
heather bauer
501 S Evergreen St
AZ, AZ 85225
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony Lentini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:35:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tony Lentini
2905 Glynn Mill Court
GA, GA 30039
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Littelmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Littelmann
5506 W Brooklyn Pl
Milwaukee, WI 53216
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Siegmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Siegmann
6391 Iroquois Road
Westminster, CA 92683
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

federica bracciotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
federica bracciotti
Via pesciatina
Lucca, ot 55012
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Swain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judith Swain
54 Alltygrug Road, Ystalyfera
Swansea, ot SA9 2AP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tina Ann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tina Ann
p.o. box 265
Bolinas, CA 94924
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William G Rose Jr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William G Rose Jr
10500 Mira Vista Road
Cupertino, CA 95014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Timothy Schacht
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Timothy Schacht
1330 Whittier Road
Grosse Pointe Park, MI 48230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecile Lemay
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecile Lemay
564 King Geo Blvd
Surrey, BC V3T 5B7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janine Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:34:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janine Moore
47 Silver St.
Waterville, ME 04901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Ray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:32:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Ray
5118 Chowan Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22312
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Walker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:32:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Walker
15901 Corsica Ave
Cleveland, OH 44110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michele smolen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:32:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michele smolen
4240 Fulton Ave Unit 309
studio city, CA 91604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lorraine Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:32:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lorraine Gray
16 Symmes Street, #3
Massachusetts, MA 02131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark George
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:31:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark George
37 Loring St
MA, MA 01501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

R Martire
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:31:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
R Martire
201 e 17
New York, NY 10003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilyn Mason
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:31:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marilyn Mason
316 SW Plymouth Way
OR, OR 97006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cecily Colloby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:31:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cecily Colloby
2 Tregurno Bungalows
Truro,Cornwall UK, ot Tr24HX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Bernath
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:30:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Bernath
125 Hamilton Ave
Jamestown, RI 02835
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marina Parfenova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:30:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marina Parfenova
Birulevskaya
Moscow, ot 115547
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bronwen Evans
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:30:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bronwen Evans
210-130e15thave
WA, WA 98101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

June Jarosz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:30:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
June Jarosz
4932 W. Kaler Dr.
Glendale, AZ 85301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward Butler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:29:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edward Butler
36 E. 69th St.
New York, NY 10021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Van Alyne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:29:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emily Van Alyne
6749 Whitestone Street
West Richland, WA 99353
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jesse Askew
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:29:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jesse Askew
11167 Lucerne Ave
Culver City, CA 90230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mathias Hartinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:29:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mathias Hartinger
Grüne Str. 6
Wernigerode, ot 38855
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brooks Obr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:28:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brooks Obr
2161 Brown Deer Road
Coralville, IA 52241
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ana Coro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:28:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ana Coro
3469 Boise Way
FL, FL 33026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sacha Badame
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sacha Badame
195 Santa Clara Ave #6
California, CA 94610
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Searles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dave Searles
E410 23rd Street
Brodhead, WI 53520
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vincent Fugina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vincent Fugina
7773 Oak Bay Circle
Sacramento, CA 95831
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claire Kirby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claire Kirby
1450 Jackson Ave. Apt. E
Louisiana, LA 70130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keti Pjevic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keti Pjevic
Do kastela 2
Dubrovnik, ot 20000
HR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Johnson
Holloway Mtn Rd
Blowing Rock, NC 28605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:26:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Johnson
Holloway Mtn Rd
Blowing Rock, NC 28605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Damian Velez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:26:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Damian Velez
5908 Downing Street
Parlin, NJ 08859
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Smudin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:26:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Smudin
P. O. Box 123
Bridgewater, MA 02324
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vercknocke Pascal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:26:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vercknocke Pascal
30200 Route de Bagnols
Gard, ot 30100
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donald Baumgartner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:26:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donald Baumgartner
1612 so 2nd st w
Missoula, MT 59801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Randy Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Randy Harrison
4051 Wagner St
Eugene, OR 97402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John M. Lasell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John M. Lasell
Somewhere St.
Orange, NJ 07050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

annunziata musso
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
annunziata musso
corso traiano 14/e
None, ot 10135
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Green
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Green
3 catkin ct.
Bellingham, WA 98229
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Danielle Menauge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Danielle Menauge
11 allée de la forêt
Canéjan, ot 33610
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andarin arvola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
THIS SENIOR CITIZEN ASKS WHAT DOES AN ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST DO? WHAT THEY DO
NOT DO IS APPROVE THIS "GOOD IDEA" THAT WILL POLLUTE THE ENVIRONMENT. DO YOUR JOB
AND DO IT RIGHT!
Andarin arvola
pob 976, 19681 dorffi rd
fort bragg, CA 95437
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Christian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:25:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Christian
8435 Tumbling X Ranch
Vail, AZ 85641
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Collins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Collins
1935 Nault Road
Dover, DE 19904
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fanny Whitman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fanny Whitman
PO Box 191
Westport Point, MA 02791
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jr s
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jr s
5655 Byrneland St
Fitchburg, WI 53711
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dr, Virginia Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dr, Virginia Jones
5040 Coopers Landing Dr., Apt. 1-D
Kalamazoo, MI 49004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Scott
7040 E 400 S
Knox, IN 46534
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Fante
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Fante
220 N. Rosborough Avenue
Ventnor, NJ 08406
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ieva Berzins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ieva Berzins
274 Beverly Rd.
Pittsburgh, PA 15216
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Vetter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Vetter
580 Maple St
NE, NE 68443
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:24:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Baker
205 W 9th St
SD, SD 57020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:23:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Ward
93 Sharples Avenue
Bolton, ot BL1 7HE
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Jennings
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:23:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Jennings
2519 Palmer Ave
LA, LA 70118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alfred Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:23:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alfred Wilson
39 Pleasant Street
Marblehead, MA 01945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darcy Lubbers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:23:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darcy Lubbers
2656 29th Street
CA, CA 90405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Carlson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:22:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Carlson
525 Kemmerer Rd
State College, PA 16801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dc Katten
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:22:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
THIS is TOTAL INSANITY AND LAZINESS......RECYCLE AND FIND other ways to handle WASTE....too
much WASTE of $$$ and ENVIRONMENT has already taken place.... DO YOUR JOB....DO the right ACTION
NOW!!  
GET OFF YOUR ASSES and WORK your JOB!
ACCOUNTABILITY IS HERE ....you can NO LONGER HIDE FROM PUBLIC OUTRAGE !

Sincerely,
dc Katten
41667 N 51st St
AZ, AZ 85331
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:22:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ
103 THE FAIRWAY
CEDAR GROVE, NJ 07009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Offutt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:21:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Offutt
2513 113th pl. SE,
Everett, WA 98208
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Douglass
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:21:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Douglass
4307 2nd Ave NE
WA, WA 98105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Megan Eding
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:21:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Megan Eding
1301 Gilman St #111
CA, CA 94706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

atiye özcümen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:21:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
atiye özcümen
feldzeugmeister str 11
Berlin, ot 13599
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Tarpley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:21:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Tarpley
P.O. Box 818
Georgia, GA 30253
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick Fischer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:20:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patrick Fischer
1803 SE Harwell Way
Hillaboro, OR 97123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Hieber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:20:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Hieber
Steinerstr. 3
Memmingen, ot 87700
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annie P
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:20:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annie P
#2302,
San Diego, CA 92101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Howard J Whitaker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:20:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Howard J Whitaker
2041 Campton Circle
Gold River, CA 95670
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MaryAnna Foskett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:20:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MaryAnna Foskett
101 Brantwood Road
Arlington, MA 02476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Cunningham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:19:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing as an environmental chemist to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste
incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a
precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with
Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put
Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and
businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alan Cunningham
8 Country Club Drive
Carmel Valley, CA 93924
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

April Jacob
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:19:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
April Jacob
8515 bergenline ave
North bergen, NJ 07047
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Higgins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:19:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bruce Higgins
991 Dean Dr NW
Atlanta, GA 30318
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nathan Pate
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:19:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nathan Pate
1401 W County Road 840 S
Paoli, IN 47454
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Hirsch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Hirsch
1971 Fairfield Rd./
Victoria, BC V8S 1H5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gilma Sanchez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gilma Sanchez
Altos del Maria Toscana I
Sora Chame, ot 00000
PA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Molly Hansen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Molly Hansen
1421 sterling ln
Gardnerville, NV 89410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Yurchuck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Yurchuck
986 Arlington Drive
Tucker, GA 30084
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Darcy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Darcy
19 Oakfield Park
None, ot 12345
IE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Bayless
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:18:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Bayless
1102 Rollins Ave
NC, NC 28345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amiee Allen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:17:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amiee Allen
777 haggerty lane
Bozeman, MT 59715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brittany Price
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:17:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brittany Price
8081 Holland Dr.
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tiffany Haverfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:17:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tiffany Haverfield
21 Beacon St. Apt 3Q
Boston, MA 02108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Steponaitis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:16:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Steponaitis
910 Geary 20
San Francisco, CA 94109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anaïs Deroint
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:16:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anaïs Deroint
16 boulevard Charrier
Aix en provence, ot 13090
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ilona Vaupel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:16:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ilona Vaupel
Bergstr. 8
Willroth, ot 56594
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gordon ILLG
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:15:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gordon ILLG
PO Box 280668
Lakewood, CO 80228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jason Kemple
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:15:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jason Kemple
610 Sigsbee Ave Apt 7
Alpha, NJ 08865
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Semedo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:15:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Semedo
Rua das camelias
Sintra, ot 2725242
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arlene Naranjo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:14:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arlene Naranjo
3853 SW 21st Ter
FL, FL 32608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Masson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Masson
830 Stainton Drive
Mississauga, ON l5c2z3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Berman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Berman
2424 Spaulding
Berkeley, CA 94703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lloyd reynolds
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lloyd reynolds
10943 obsidian ct
fountain valley, CA 92708
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colin Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colin Taylor
27 eddy close
romford, ot RM7 9HR
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerald Shaia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerald Shaia
8103 San Fernando Road
Sun Valley, CA 91352
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Goff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Goff
5311 Corteen Pl #32
Valley Village, CA 91607
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Haskell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:13:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Haskell
7 Sweetbrier Lane
Scarborough, ME 04074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Gries
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:12:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Gries
Himbaumstraße 14
Eppenbrunn, ot 66957
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Herndon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:12:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Herndon
3311 W. Alameda Ave #F
Burbank, CA 91505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Wenzel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:11:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Wenzel
2063 Meadowbrook Rd.
AZ, AZ 86303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mr. and Mrs. Casazza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We are writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. Casazza
2249 Berwyn Street
union, NJ 07083
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Nelson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Nelson
7511 E. Lee Pl.
Tucson, AZ 85715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Bowles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Bowles
10124 Wattsburg Rd.
Erie, PA 16509
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonnie Oliver
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Oliver
45 W Ft Lowell Rd #22
Tucson, AZ 85705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D Margo Salone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D Margo Salone
71 Matherville-Frostbridge Rd
Shubuta, MS 39360
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stacey Bermudez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:10:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stacey Bermudez
33457 Paloma dr
San Benito, TX 78586
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keith Krueger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:09:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Keith Krueger
POBox 61038
Honolulu, HI 96839
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Guthrie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:09:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Guthrie
944 Summitville Drive
Webster, NY 14580
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gail Roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:08:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gail Roberts
pmb 70 PO Box A
Tecate, CA 91980
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Hofford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
! Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:08:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I strongly urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications.
The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected
species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle. Also, formal Endangered
Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never
done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Hofford
PO Box 19701
Portland, OR 97280
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

leslie danielle brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:08:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
leslie danielle brown
167 williams avenue
salt lake city, UT 84111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanne Lowery
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:07:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanne Lowery
127 Mowerson Dr.
b, MI 49017
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charles Bradshaw
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:07:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charles Bradshaw
1261 E. 233rd Street
Bronx, NY 10466
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

S Logan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:07:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
S Logan
1001 Brickell Bay Dr
Miami, FL 33131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gary Torlone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:07:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gary Torlone
46 Parkside Dr.
Charlottetown, PE C1E 1M9
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gene Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:06:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gene Jones
933 S 1200 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karma SamtenLhamo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:06:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karma SamtenLhamo
Bd d'Avroy 150
LIEGE, ot 4000
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Winters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:06:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Winters
101 Madison Gdns
Old Bridge, NJ 08857
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Grover
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:05:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Grover
403 W. Locust St.
Tennessee, TN 37604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Griffiths
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:05:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Griffiths
mount
Llanfyllin, ot SY226UX
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juliana Salvetti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:05:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juliana Salvetti
Rua Bela Cintra 1490/42
SP, ot 01415-001
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Robinson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:05:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Robinson
20 E Islay St
CA, CA 93101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ryan Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:04:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ryan Miller
8180 Braddock place
San diego, CA 92114
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Becker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:04:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Becker
14257 Roblar Place
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sawatdee Sanlavun
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:04:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sawatdee Sanlavun
4504 Gridley Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20906
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marjorie Wing
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:03:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marjorie Wing
630 Lexington Ave
MI, MI 48823
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lucinda Murphy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:03:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lucinda Murphy
3206 Batavia Ave
Baltimore, MD 21214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

laura michele rosenfeld
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:03:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
laura michele rosenfeld
46 henry street
merrick, NY 11566
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Loeffelman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:02:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Loeffelman
1171 East 1st Street
Long Beach, CA 90802
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Cameron
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:02:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Cameron
1517 Concord Circle
College Station, TX 77845
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M. Browning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:02:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
M. Browning
581 N. Carina Circle
Benson, AZ 85602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martyn Roberts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:02:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Martyn Roberts
18 The Hawthorns
West Yorkshire, ot WF1 3TL
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jym Dyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:01:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jym Dyer
132 Beulah
San Francisco, CA 94117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kurt Frees
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:01:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kurt Frees
1350 Pebble Ct. #154
OH, OH 45255
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

hilary malyon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:00:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
hilary malyon
seminol ave
07436, NJ 07436
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ginger Young
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:00:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ginger Young
19202 Dogwood Bloom Ct
Spring, TX 77379
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tiffany Cody
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:00:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tiffany Cody
2529 Hickey Ave
North Las Vegas, NV 89030
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Shannon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:00:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Shannon
3343 Bennett Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Ross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:59:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Ross
10589 e. ralph alvarez
Tucson, AZ 85747
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andy Lupenko
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:59:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andy Lupenko
8555 Golden Avenue
Lemon Grove, CA 91945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Hill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:59:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Hill
6720 Century Ave.
Middleton, WI 53562
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Spera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:59:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Spera
9393 Co. Rd. 4136
Tyler, TX 75706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Stevens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:58:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Stevens
23143 Turnbull Ave
FL, FL 33954
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessie Nichols
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:58:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Bureaucracy over people's lives and health? I writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers'
proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service
should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener
ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide
more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services
for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessie Nichols
1010 Prairie lakes dr
Fairfield, IA 52556
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Rodgers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:58:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Rodgers
8121 NE 141st Street
Kirkland, WA 98034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donald Cutty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donald Cutty
618 Mayrum Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

K. Emmeram Liechtenstein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
K. Emmeram Liechtenstein
Schloss Altenberg, Am Schlossberg 1
Syrgenstein, ot 89428
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

anthony montapert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
anthony montapert
1375 ficus way
ventura, CA 93004
US

From:
Subject:
Date:

Scott1.Denise - RD, Washington, DC
Message from Deputy Administrator Cohen
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:19 PM

Dear Colleagues,
I wanted to take a moment to introduce myself as the new Deputy Administrator of the Rural
Utilities Service.
I am thrilled to be part of an agency that creates such a positive, meaningful impact in the lives of
millions of Americans. I am a lifelong resident of Annapolis, Maryland but spent summers working
the fields of my grandparents’ blueberry farm in southwestern rural Michigan. Those experiences
instilled in me a deep affection and respect for the hardworking and down-to-earth people and
communities of rural America.
Since starting at RUS on Monday I have been learning as much as I can about our program areas. I
am impressed by the caliber and commitment of our team here, and feel privileged to be part of it.
Thank you for your dedication and the quality work you do.
My professional background is in executive management and administration at the state and local
levels of government. My wife Lesley is a nurse, and we have two daughters ages 11 and 7. I am a
diehard Baltimore Ravens fan, and am fulfilling my sacrosanct duty to raise our girls as Ravens fans
as well.
If we haven’t met yet, I look forward to meeting you soon. My office is directly across the hall from
Administrator McBride’s on the Fifth Floor of the South Building in D.C. If you are in the area please
stop in and introduce yourself.
Best regards,
Josh
Joshua J. Cohen
Deputy Administrator
Rural Utilities Service
U.S. Department of Agriculture
202-720-9540 | Cell: 202-430-3065
Joshua.Cohen@wdc.usda.gov

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Glenn Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Glenn Martin
Tantarra Street
Walsall West Midlands, ot WS12HW
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Norm Ellis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Norm Ellis
22355 Caminito Tecate
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marc Lionetti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:57:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marc Lionetti
405 Battle Bend Blvd.
TX, TX 78745
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Robbins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:56:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Robbins
2445 Alston Dr NE
Georgia, GA 30062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Muenz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:56:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Muenz
970 spencer rd
Pennsylvania, PA 19311
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Long
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Don"t poison, ruin and destroy please
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:56:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,

I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Long
3117 S Prairie Ave
Chicago, IL 60616
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karen narcaroti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:56:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karen narcaroti
p.o. box 26207
prescott valley, AZ 86312
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andjei Muhin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:56:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andjei Muhin
Zarechnaia
Saratov, ot 410022
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carmen Ramirez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:55:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carmen Ramirez
3799 Maria Circle
Tallahassee, FL 32303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Belknap
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:55:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Belknap
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brenda Haig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brenda Haig
45   1/2   65th Place
Long Beach, CA 90803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yuliya Rudnik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yuliya Rudnik
Kurchatova st. 8
Lugansk, ot 91031
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Moraima Suarez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to strongly urge you to REJECT federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of
supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's
waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on
track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Moraima Suarez
215 21st St, apt 1F
Brooklyn, NY 11232
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Malcolm Rothera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Malcolm Rothera
2 Kingfisher Drive
Richmond, ot TW10 7UD
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aliyah Ramdin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aliyah Ramdin
Paynters
Please Select, ot 00000
AG

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sonja chan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:54:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sonja chan
944 w walnut st
kankakee, IL 60901
AF

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kay McPherson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:53:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kay McPherson
2409 Arcadia Dr
Missoula, MT 59803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Kadetsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:53:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Kadetsky
204 Zaharias Circle
Daytona Beach, FL 32124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ralph Ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:52:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ralph Ward
box 85
Commerce, TX 75429
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kym fanene
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:51:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kym fanene
laverne drive
san leandro, CA 94579
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Walker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:51:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Walker
13282 Springdale st
Westminster, CA 92683
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne-Marie Mitchell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:51:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne-Marie Mitchell
148, rue Sainte Cécile
Marseille, ot 13005
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heloisa Kinge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:51:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heloisa Kinge
5411 McGrath Blvd
Rockville, MD 20852
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

H. Fleishon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:50:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
H. Fleishon
100 Landsdowne
MA, MA 02139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheila Dillon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:50:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheila Dillon
1701 5th St SW
Willmar, MN 56201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Landis Crockett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:50:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Landis Crockett
2964 Lakeview Point Rd
Quincy, FL 32351
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Heald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:50:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Heald
PO Box 284
Pleasant Hill, TN 38578
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Fear
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:50:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Fear
95 Bourne road
None, ot pe11 1jr
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gudrun Dennis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:49:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gudrun Dennis
5912 NW 26th Street
Gainesville, FL 32653
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lillian Hyland
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:49:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lillian Hyland
9815 San Luca St
Lake Worth, FL 33467
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jillian Fiedor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:49:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jillian Fiedor
1312 4th St West
Billings, MT 59101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Merrill
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:49:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bill Merrill
14/53 Bellevue Rd
Mount Eden, ot 1024
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Thryft
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Thryft
15520 Big Basin Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leigh Anne Bella
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leigh Anne Bella
2305 Cheek road
Durham, NC 27704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Lambert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Lambert
13008 276th Way NE
WA, WA 98019
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:15 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Seray Asker
Eksoppsvägen 57
Uppsala, - 75646serayasker@yahoo.com
0046736594349

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carlos Castro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carlos Castro
K22 88 12
Bogota, ot 111211
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fabienne Bernabeu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:48:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fabienne Bernabeu
Xxxxx
Brest, ot 29200
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

E.S. Schloss
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
E.S. Schloss
155 E. 93RD ST., #4A
NY, NY 10128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lene Harries
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lene Harries
Bygaden
Aalborg, ot 9000
DK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane Arnal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane Arnal
2331 Adonis Cir
St.George, UT 84790
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Stephens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Stephens
1830 23rd St NE
Oregon, OR 97301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kurt Schwarz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kurt Schwarz
9045 Dunloggin Ct.
Elliott City, MD 21042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Roessler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leslie Roessler
1942 Sycamore Street
Bethlehem, PA 18017
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber Erkiletian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:47:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber Erkiletian
PO Box 276
White River junction, VT 05001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lindi Higgins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lindi Higgins
61 curtis farm road
Wilton, NH 03086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Fine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Fine
505 Parma Way
Gardner, KS 66030
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Woodall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Woodall
118 W. Hermine Blvd.
San Antonio, TX 78212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Gibson
3838 Reed St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Liedike
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Liedike
5379 Balsam
Arvada, CO 80002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Wiggin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:46:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Wiggin
137 Bunker Hill Avenue
Stratham, NH 03885
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Marie VanWinkle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Marie VanWinkle
2420 Hardy Road
Hardy, VA 24101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elena Jurgela
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elena Jurgela
7367 Glenwood Road
Port St. John, FL 32927
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Veronica Rosing
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Veronica Rosing
10325 Caminito Cuervo Unit 193
CA, CA 92108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gene and Dori Peters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you.
Peace!
Gene and Dori Peters
204 W. Havens, # 150
Mitchell, SD 57301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ceri Mcclellan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ceri Mcclellan
107 Bridgemarsh Lane
Althorne, ot cm3 6dq
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison Souza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allison Souza
4910 Jewell st.
San Diego, CA 92109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Lazell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Lazell
1140 Monroe St.
Jackson, MS 39202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betty Tagge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:45:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Betty Tagge
833 Dexter St #204
Denver, CO 80220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Okulewicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:44:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Okulewicz
26519 Cypresswood Drive
Spring, TX 77373
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Wanek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:44:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Wanek
po box 5263
etna, WY 83118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Calvert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:44:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bruce Calvert
12599 Will Mill Dr
Milford, MI 48380
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael buono
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:44:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michael buono
2432 nw 52nd pl
gainesville, FL 32605
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachel Sirotinina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:43:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachel Sirotinina
5 Montague House
None, ot DH1 2LF
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dawn Zarecor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:43:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dawn Zarecor
600 Bayside Dr 6
IL, IL 60074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frances Bell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:43:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frances Bell
8/25 Canns Rd
Bedfordale, ot 6112
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

paul cole
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:43:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
paul cole
1519 n j terrace
lake worth, FL 33460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jay Hawekotte
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jay Hawekotte
107 Acorn Lane
Point Harbor, NC 27964
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Courtney Clarkson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Courtney Clarkson
3109 Sacramento St.
San Francisco, CA 94115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Hartley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Hartley
6027 26th Street North
Arlington, VA 22207
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Darish
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Darish
10127 W Denham Dr
Arizona, AZ 85351
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Jasiukiewicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Jasiukiewicz
Wrocawska 30
None, ot 63-400
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Craun
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:42:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Craun
9217 Hoxie Ct
Bakersfield, CA 93311
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Renee Locks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:41:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Renee Locks
325 Richardson Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Cardoso
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:40:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Cardoso
73-63 193 St.
Fresh Meadows, NY 11366
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

anthony montapert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:40:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
anthony montapert
1375 ficus way
ventura, CA 93004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine Hutchins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:40:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine Hutchins
19426 N. 36th Pl
Phoenix, AZ 85050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paulette Doulatshahi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:40:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paulette Doulatshahi
7938 Kenyon Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Dunleavy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:40:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Dunleavy
2408 Westwind Dr
AMES, IA 50010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Corey Benjamin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:39:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Corey Benjamin
970 Menlo ave
Los Angeles, CA 90006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EB
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:39:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
EB
xxxxxxxxxxxxx 6
Rosenheim, ot 83022
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary burcroff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:38:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary burcroff
208 shinnecock lane
camillus, NY 13031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Watson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:38:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to REJECT federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRONMENTAL HARMS and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's
standards. USDA should support SUSTAINABLE solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration
alternatives, and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Watson
8190 Grape Ave
Forestville, CA 95436
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Halil Sahin-Tomek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:38:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Halil Sahin-Tomek
PO box 929
MA, MA 02556
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Berg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:38:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Berg
1009 Trowbridge Ct
Keller, TX 76248
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Kind
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:37:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Kind
904 Nowita Place
CA, CA 90291
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monica Schmidt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:37:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monica Schmidt
2525 Welsh Rd
Philadelphia, PA 19114
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lee Skinner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:37:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lee Skinner
2909 Tahiti Street NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Gaarlandt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:37:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Gaarlandt
2698 Danielle dr
Oviedo, FL 32765
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vivienne Orgel, MSW
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator in Puerto Rico
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:37:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We loved the beauty of Puerto Rico when we visited a few years ago. Please help to protect it.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vivienne Orgel, MSW
PO 2111
Santa Cruz, CA 95063
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stanley Brewer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stanley Brewer
P.O.BOX 18
LaFrance, SC 29656
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon B.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sharon B.
202 Adams. St.
Ithaca, NY 14850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Albert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Albert
285 NW 35th Street, Apt. 8
Corvallis, OR 97330
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniela Höhn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniela Höhn
Haidaer Straße 23
Hadamar, AE 65589
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brooke Weatherly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brooke Weatherly
369 Holly Rd.
South Kingstown, RI 02879
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Gephart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:36:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angela Gephart
5736 Forge Bridge Dr.
West Chester, OH 45069
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Zimmerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:35:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Zimmerman
4930 S Tupelo Turn
Wilmington, DE 19808
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

deborah wilkes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:35:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
deborah wilkes
7365 gabriel st
Sherrills ford, NC 28673
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katie Spurlock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:35:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katie Spurlock
665 Pine St
SF, CA 94108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rike Wesendahl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rike Wesendahl
Dreikönigsstraße 5
Arnsberg, ot 59821
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jamie Fillmore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jamie Fillmore
18770 SW Lisa Court
Beaverton, OR 97006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dagmar L. Anders
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dagmar L. Anders
Wolgograder Allee 60
Chemnitz, ot 09123
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sharon chang
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sharon chang
228 sunrise dr
marrero, LA 70072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mrguerite Shuster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mrguerite Shuster
675 Mount Wilson Trail
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christina bueno
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:34:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christina bueno
2737 princeton
Evanston, IL 60201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carla Henderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carla Henderson
Albert Rd., Devonport
Auckland, ot 0624
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Mair
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Mair
Damaschkestr
Salzgitter, ot 38229
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susie Cassens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susie Cassens
PO Box 593
Fort Pierce, FL 34954
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Edmonds
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teresa Edmonds
20 Esquiline Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Heyneman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Heyneman
10579 NE Manor Lane
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Welsh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:33:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Welsh
904 Thomas Avenue
North Brunswick, NJ 08902
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Oser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:32:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Oser
1439 Santa Fe Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Moore
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:32:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Moore
6225 Mineral Point Rd
Madison, WI 53705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

eliel Starbright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
eliel Starbright
5306 Kahala St.
kapaa, HI 96746
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Jasper
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alan Jasper
110 Hampton Way
NY, NY 11566
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilyn Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marilyn Wilson
822 Grand
KS - Kansas, KS 66401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ed Dobson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ed Dobson
PO Box 8
Bluff, UT 84512
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dawn Albanese
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dawn Albanese
156 Basswood Dr.
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Franco De Nicola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:31:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Franco De Nicola
265 Thornell Road
NY, NY 14534
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katia Scaglia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katia Scaglia
VIA Dietro Campagnole 28
None, ot 37100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vera Loewer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vera Loewer
636 Montezuma Drive
Pacifica, CA 94044
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniela Goncalves
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniela Goncalves
1078 NE 39 Street # 27
Florida, FL 33334
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Boyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Boyer
135 Mosher Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Mcknight
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melissa Mcknight
3056 green canyon road
Fallbrook, CA 92028
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

G Hardiman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
G Hardiman
2171 Northlake Pkwy Bldg 3 Ste 120
Tucker, GA 30084
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Raup-Kounovsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:30:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Raup-Kounovsky
37 High Street
NY, NY 12037
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanne Popp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanne Popp
412 Alvarado St., SE
New Mexico, NM 87108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Buttles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Buttles
P O Box 3055
Sedona, AZ 86340
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ilene kazak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ilene kazak
3956 harold
Detroit, MI 48212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Johnson
28W141 Liberty St.
Winfield, IL 60190
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Pezzotti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Pezzotti
P.O. Box 92088
Rochester, NY 14692
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Hayward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Hayward
58 Ditmas Avenue
None, ot MK42 7DP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Sol Caro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:29:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Sol Caro
700 Prospect Blvd
CA, CA 91103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Farquhar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Farquhar
Steel's Place
Edinburgh, ot EH10 4QR
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Klausing
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Klausing
624 Cross Lanes Dr Apt 11
Nitro, WV 25143
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Giles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Giles
73-70 199th Street
Fresh Meadows, NY 11366
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sundriya grubb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sundriya grubb
blokstraat 8
zwolle, ot 8012AZ
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Travis King
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Travis King
360 E 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nancy Hafner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:28:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nancy Hafner
1292 High St #140
eugene, OR 97401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shalise Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shalise Wilson
8111 Foothill Lodge Ct
NV, NV 89131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julaine Roberson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julaine Roberson
P.O. Box 1443
Washington, GA 30673
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luis Jorge Rivera-Herrera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luis Jorge Rivera-Herrera
P.O. Box 9367704
San Juan, PR 00936
USA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Archibald
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Archibald
1275 Richmond Road
Ottawa, ON K2B8E3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerhard Heybrock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gerhard Heybrock
Am Himmelfeld 44
Montabaur, ot 56410
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Ford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Ford
841 East carlson Street
Cheyenne, WY 82009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeanne Peters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Peters
8 Willow Ln Apt A
PA, PA 19446
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bo Breda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bo Breda
Kahukai
HI, HI 96778
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Hellekson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:27:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Hellekson
1024 7th Street North
ND, ND 58102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole Hartleb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:26:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carole Hartleb
1430 Duroc Dr
Lake Helen, FL 32744
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Frank
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:26:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Frank
3065 Monterey Drive
Malaga, WA 98828
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Wolfe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:26:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Wolfe
3213 45th Street Court NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Procaccino
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:26:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Procaccino
1479 Ashford Avenue 1919
Puerto Rico, PR 00907
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Wentz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:25:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Wentz
1941 Woodbridge Dr.
Pensacola, FL 32514
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denis DellaLoggia
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:25:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denis DellaLoggia
416 Milmar Road
Wilmington, DE 19804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krshna Soneji
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Krshna Soneji
258 London Road
New York, NY 10031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Lytle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Lytle
620 Strawbridge Road
Northumberland, PA 17857
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

alex prentiss
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
alex prentiss
15685 sw 116th ave
king city, OR 97224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arlene Rivera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arlene Rivera
58 Jorge bird lron
Fajardo, PR 00768
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Forest Shomer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Forest Shomer
PO Box 639
Port Townsend, WA 98368
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

wally telford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:24:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
wally telford
418.5 E 9th st. 1A
NY, NY 10009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

willem kom
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
willem kom
goeman borgesiusstraat 92
None, ot 9602vd
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Obeid
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Obeid
477 George McKinney Rd
North Carolina, NC 28705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Sebastian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Sebastian
1530 Amelia Dr.
Conway, AR 72034
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Birnbaum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Birnbaum
311 Bronxville Road
Bronxville, NY 10708
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Songan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ian Songan
4238 Express Lane
Sarasota, FL 34238
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

roberta farrell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
roberta farrell
1152 van curler ave
schenectady, NY 12308
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anje" Waters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:23:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anje' Waters
14945 Christmas Tree ln.
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chastity abel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chastity abel
429 Weldon Dr
york, PA 17404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Sivro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Sivro
Montchoisy 15
Geneva, NY 12077
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DIANE WILLIAMS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DIANE WILLIAMS
11204 4th st ne
BLAINE, MN 55434
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nike Cacoullos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nike Cacoullos
315   S. Allen   #622
State College, PA 16801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juha Cantori
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juha Cantori
4915 Galen Rd
Wolcott, NY 14590
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sam matthews
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sam matthews
51a glengall grove
london, ot e143ne
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anuj Mankad
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anuj Mankad
216 W. Prospect Ave.
Woodbridge, NJ 07095
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

anette stauske
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:22:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
anette stauske
1087 Wayson Way
Davidsonville, MD 21035
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Luu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:21:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane Luu
104 Simonds Rd
Lexington, MA 02420
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eloy Santos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:21:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eloy Santos
General Álvarez de Castro 11
Madrid, NC 28010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin W. McAlister
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:21:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin W. McAlister
2147 Hillside Ave
Bellmore, NY 11710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

marg sutton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
marg sutton
lyngail pl
gabriola island, BC V0R1X1
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vic Bostock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vic Bostock
1612 Woodglen Lane
Altadena, CA 91001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Liljequist
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erin Liljequist
15 W 70th St
Kansas City, MO 64113
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Garrett Larson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Garrett Larson
1416 Pennsylvania St
Denver, CO 80203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Hlodnicki
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to responsibly protect Puerto Rico's environment and reject federal funding for Energy Answers'
proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bruce Hlodnicki
6235 LAWRENCE DR.
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adrian Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adrian Smith
Po box265
Moncure, NC 27559
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rami nachawati
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
rami nachawati
8 east mountain lane
TX, TX 75052
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

GARY MADOLE
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:20:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
GARY MADOLE
2948 WOODLAND DRIVE
EDGEWATER, FL 32141
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin W. McAlister
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin W. McAlister
2147 Hillside Ave
Bellmore, NY 11710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geraldine Ring
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Geraldine Ring
Brussels
NY, NY 12345
BE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Seth Harper-Heir
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Seth Harper-Heir
16548 Ne Halsey Street
OR, OR 97230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Owen Gustafson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Owen Gustafson
6920 country lane
Rockford, MN 55373
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amber Middleton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amber Middleton
10520 Sunday Drive
Austin, TX 78747
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ilse Burch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ilse Burch
21601 SE 24th St
Sammamish, WA 98075
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

The Rev. Allan B. Jones
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
The Rev. Allan B. Jones
722 Orchard Street #2
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea Durham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:19:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Andrea Durham
3621 Hidden Ridge Rd.
Jamul, CA 91935
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Masser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joel Masser
5327 Romford Dr
San Jose, CA 95124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kurt Gross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kurt Gross
PO Bx 16898
San Diego, CA 92176
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Bravmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Bravmann
285 W Onwentsia Rd
Lake Forest, IL 60045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Ozuna
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Ozuna
9503Triola Ln.
Houston, TX 77036
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Gallagher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Gallagher
15866 36th Avenue NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cleda Houmes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cleda Houmes
57San Carlos
Salimas, CA 93902
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Hoover
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Hoover
8630 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Finkelstein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Finkelstein
250 South Reynolds Street
VA, VA 22304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pam ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:18:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
pam ward
po box 195
lyndeborough, NH 03082
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luke Klein
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luke Klein
113 Thundersley Park Road
Benfleet, ot SS7 1EL
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Sketo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Sketo
1531 Santa Rosa Street #H
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Weir
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Weir
442 Amelia
Duncanville, TX 75137
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krissa Schandelmaier
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
It is with great concern that I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste
incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not be
allowed to set a precedent of supporting and encouraging environmentally destructive projects when there are
cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage
projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and
composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve (please consider that number, 2 million gallons per day), Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water
as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. This is
absolutely unacceptable. The environmental review has failed to examine the precise locations of this discharge as
well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's
blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain
modifications. All of this is simply, absolutely unacceptable. The environmental assessment did not address these
problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot,
leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never done. I'm not sure about the legality of that
fact, but it seems that it would be in violation of at least policy if not law.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.   And I don't mean to tell you what you already know,
but this situation is very serious and needs to be corrected now before it's too late!   Thank you for your attention to
this matter.
Sincerely,
Krissa Schandelmaier
201 Clinton Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11205
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juliann Pinto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juliann Pinto
4438 pennypack st
PA, PA 19136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Gottlieb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Gottlieb
4 Greenwood Rd
Natick, MA 01760
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juliann Pinto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:17:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juliann Pinto
4438 pennypack st
PA, PA 19136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Bowles
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sherry Bowles
901A Greendale Dr.
Charleston, WV 25302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Howlett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Howlett
14 High Street
Norwood, NY 13668
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leo Shapiro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leo Shapiro
6907 Rhode Island Avenue
College Park, MD 20740
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Bauman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Bauman
1227 Franklin St NE
Washington, DC 20017
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

K. Christensen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
K. Christensen
5250 4th st.
Baldwin Park, CA 91706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wil Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wil Rodriguez
2857 S. Bascom Ave.
Campbell, CA 95008
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Sorensen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sally Sorensen
Blank
Westerly, RI 02891
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Clay Johnson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Clay Johnson
2041 W. Hazelwood Pkwy.
Phoenix, AZ 85015
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DAWN SKINDZIEL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DAWN SKINDZIEL
PO Box 12116
MILL CREEK, WA 98082
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

stephanie clark
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
stephanie clark
135 Rice Corner Road
Brookfield, MA 01506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James R Monroe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James R Monroe
5521 michigan blvd
CA, CA 94521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

barbara skinner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
barbara skinner
357 Lansdowne ave.
Ontario, ON N4T1M5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane McJunkin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:16:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane McJunkin
965 Tam-O-Shanter Way
Monroe, OH 45050
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Don Rubin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:15:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Don Rubin
86 Maple Street
Plympton, MA 02367
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Hurd
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:15:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Hurd
145 Olgia Lane
Johnson City, TN 37604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Kloster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:15:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ian Kloster
1217 E 41st St
Kansas City, MO 64110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Cwang
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:15:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ron Cwang
175 Roseborough Cres.
Toronto, ON L4J 4V6
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:14:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Scott
7040 E 400 S
Knox, IN 46534
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Bescript
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85747
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorien Zaricor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorien Zaricor
1194 Windemere
Gurnee, IL 60031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mandy Tshibangu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mandy Tshibangu
47 Lakeside Ct
Devon, PA 19333
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicholas Esser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Esser
1063 Balsamo Ave.
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Marie Teli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Marie Teli
48441 Rosewood Ln.
Chesterfield, MI 48051
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Giovanna Serenelli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Giovanna Serenelli
Assisi
Assisi, IL 06081
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

T. L.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
T. L.
Betje wolffstraat 8
Almere, ot 1321bb
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margie Borchers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:13:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margie Borchers
401 e micheltorena
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

barb morrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
barb morrison
2144 fulton way
largo, FL 33774
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adrian Wagner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adrian Wagner
1 Columbus Place
NY, NY 10019
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Boyne
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Boyne
Kakela Dr.
HI, HI 96822
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lidia Baltazar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lidia Baltazar
Rua Barbosa du Bocage, 8
Sabugal, ot 6320
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald Clayton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to REJECT federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track
for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones.
Nearby wildlife will also be harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash,
thousands of dropoff trucks and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address
these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot,
leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle.
*A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine
Fisheries Service was never done.
Burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not spend
taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ronald Clayton
545 E DORSETT AVE
NC, NC 27203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:12:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Anderson
3627 Springwood Ct
Eagan, MN 55123
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julianne Dunkley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julianne Dunkley
1471 Burton Drive
Cambria, CA 93428
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

diana koeck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
diana koeck
2069 President Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynne Preston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynne Preston
638 Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Craig
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Craig
5 Harvest Hollow Dr
Harwich Port, MA 02646
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Mulcare
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Hardin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Hardin
1295 Perry Davis Road
Greeneville, TN 37743
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Bellano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Bellano
245 Spruce Street
PA, PA 19036
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeffery Biss
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:11:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeffery Biss
392 Jefferson Ave
Elgin, IL 60120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Pedone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Pedone
23090 Pinecrest Rd.
Golden, CO 80401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Hallett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Hallett
6430 E State Rd 45
Bloomington, IN 47408
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

minerva mollica
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
minerva mollica
210 Sumner Ave
Plainfield, NJ 07062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Abrantes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Abrantes
11 Chamberlin Drive
Cambridge, ON N1T 1L8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Howard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Howard
8066 Essex Rd
Ellsworth, MI 49729
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mary hanratty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mary hanratty
917 Mack ave
ORLANDO, FL 32805
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Grace Padelford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Grace Padelford
10618 Ayes Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie Mccarty
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie Mccarty
424 hunting lodge dr
Miami, FL 33166
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terry Bergeron
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:10:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terry Bergeron
5189 Cedar Chase Drive Apt J
Saint Louis, MO 63128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Grant Sorrell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:09:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Grant Sorrell
66 Countess Road
Northampton, ot NN5 7DY
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

emanuela sala
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:09:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
emanuela sala
via caviana
verano brianza, ot 20843
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gia alfieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:09:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gia alfieri
3738 NE 130th St
Washington, WA 98125
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Dawes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:09:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Dawes
10955 Summerdale Way #292
San Diego, CA 92126
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debbie Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debbie Thomas
P.O. Box 2377
Fernley, NV 89408
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriella Garofalo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriella Garofalo
Via Liscate 2
Milan, ot 20100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jasmine Filley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jasmine Filley
5879 Milwaukee Rd
Bellingham, WA 98226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Sercombe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Sercombe
403 Charlotte
Royal Oak, MI 48073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Ford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Ford
45 Maple St.
Plainville, CT 06062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristen Howard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristen Howard
8066 Essex Rd.
Ellsworth, MI 49729
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas Rives
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Douglas Rives
503 Hefley Street
Texas, TX 79096
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

T. Stephen Cody
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
T. Stephen Cody
7555 E Navigator Lane
Tucson, AZ 85756
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katarzyna Kubzdela
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katarzyna Kubzdela
2721 Clarkes Landing Dr.
Oakton, VA 22124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Speed
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janice Speed
5610 Jarman St
Colorado Springs, CO 80906
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter McCumber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:08:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter McCumber
Millan Stree
Westover, WV 26501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mario giannone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mario giannone
via puglia 11
florence, ot 50145
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Goll
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeff Goll
826 Glenwood Rd
Glenview, IL 60025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Tait
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ann Tait
1377 Palm Terrace
Pasadena, CA 91104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adam Levin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adam Levin
22148 Palais Place
Calabasas, CA 91302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MARSHAL MCKITRICK
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MARSHAL MCKITRICK
5120 ELMER WAY
SACRAMENTO, CA 95822
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fred Ponder
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:07:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fred Ponder
3526 Creekbriar Dr.
Houston, TX 77068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Jurczewskiu
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:06:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
PLEASE DO NOT BUILD THIS INCINERATOR. PROTECT THE LAND INSTEAD!
Sincerely,
Carol Jurczewskiu
452 Shenstone Rd.
Riverside, IL 60546
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J Pasieka
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:06:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J Pasieka
PO Box 124
Stockton, NY 14784
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Scott
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:06:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Scott
15930 Bayside Pointe West #703
Fort Myers, FL 33908
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Bridges
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:06:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Bridges
201 S Glen Oak Dr
IL, IL 62613
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Victoria Bogdan Tejeda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Victoria Bogdan Tejeda
5737 Hermann St
Oakland, CA 94609
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Wisehart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Wisehart
East Avenue R 3
Palmdale, CA 93550
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bevin Slade
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bevin Slade
9550 West Ellsworth Road
Ann Arbor, MI 48103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Minton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Minton
8758 Frog Hollow Road
Linville, VA 22834
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Reimers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Reimers
2384 Blakeley Corners Road
NY, NY 14139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fabrizio Valerii
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fabrizio Valerii
Via Forze Armate 260
Milan, ot 20100
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lori Vaccaro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:05:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lori Vaccaro
855 Vincent Avenue
Bronx, NY 10465
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tanya Lyders
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tanya Lyders
27 Byron Street
Dunedin, ot 9011
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy L Carl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy L Carl
1014 S Park St
Carlton, OR 97111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Riti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Riti
1019 Lafayette St. Apt. 2
Colorado, CO 80218
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan McCurdy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dan McCurdy
po box 9866
springfield, IL 62791
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katrina & William Dresbach
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katrina & William Dresbach
134 Latimer Ct. P.O.Box 2066
OH, OH 44054
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabetta Tamiazzo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabetta Tamiazzo
42 Harold road
London, ot Se19 3pl
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Wreford
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:04:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Wreford
257 Buttermere Way
Newport, ot NP19 7BN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Koko Kittell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Koko Kittell
369 Santa Ana Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94127
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vic Burton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vic Burton
5837 Grand Ave.
Kansas City, MO 64113
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sergey Filatov
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sergey Filatov
1807 Fox Hunt Ln
Pennsylvania, PA 17110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lorna Wallach
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lorna Wallach
11637 privado way
Boynton beach, FL 33437
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Carson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Carson
707 Pelton Avenue, # 208
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Peterson
224 West Lake Drive
Montauk, NY 11954
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachel Wolf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:03:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rachel Wolf
403 Emeline Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Yuen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephen Yuen
614 Muirwood Lane
TX, TX 77498
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

martha burton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
martha burton
11015 bullrush terrace
lakewood ranch, FL 34202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mitchell Alperin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mitchell Alperin
52 Fitchburg Rd
Townsend, MA 01469
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Wick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Wick
1247 Garden Circle
Cincinnati, OH 45215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carrie Swank
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carrie Swank
69 Michigan Drive
Sinking Spring, PA 19608
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yves Decargouet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yves Decargouet
6824 Virginia Dr
Lucerne, CA 95458
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Hart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:02:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kim Hart
Lick Run Crossing
Stephenson, VA 22656
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Vilhena
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Vilhena
PO Box 22436
Eugene, OR 97402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristina Novelo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cristina Novelo
Calle 92, Mz 62, Lt 17, Región 233
Cancún, ot 77510
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristina Novelo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cristina Novelo
Calle 92, Mz 62, Lt 17, Región 233
Cancún, ot 77510
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen Carr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen Carr
private
San Iego, CA 92128 2538
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daphne Endress
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daphne Endress
22003 Erincrest Ct
Katy, TX 77450
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Navran
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Navran
1135 Makawao Ave.
Makawao, HI 96768
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jackie Ruiz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jackie Ruiz
0000
Miami, FL 33012
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samuel Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Samuel Martin
68 rue Armor
Brest, ot 29200
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Courtney Straight
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:01:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Courtney Straight
13741 Ashworth Ave N
WA, WA 98133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Townsend
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Townsend
1060 Reed Avenue #43
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Trenchard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Thomas Trenchard
104 Penn Mill Lakes Blvd
Covington, LA 70435
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marie Curtis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marie Curtis
7 Robin Drive
Oakhurst, NJ 07755
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Marschner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Marschner
139 Uncatena Ave
Worcester, MA 01606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alessandro Zabini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alessandro Zabini
Via Lino Gucci 12
Bologna, ot 40133
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Reyes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Reyes
268 orange cemetery road
KY, KY 42261
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Warren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Warren
230 Forty Rod Road
Wyoming, WY 83115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennie Sabato
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennie Sabato
206 phila av
somers point, NJ 08244
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Rose
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Rose
5138 Carol St
IL, IL 60077
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erik Schnabel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erik Schnabel
229 Dore St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Stimson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Stimson
393 Timberlane Drive
Orange, CT 06477
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

angelika altum
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
angelika altum
902 edwards
Copperas Cove, TX 76522
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marlena Tzakis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marlena Tzakis
15669 W. Brook Drive
New Berlin, WI 53151
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suzanne Hamer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 3:00:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Hamer
17227 NE 195th St
Washington, WA 98072
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Asphodel Denning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:59:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Asphodel Denning
108 5th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brookie Judge
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:59:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brookie Judge
210 Boylston Ave E #306
Seattle, WA 98102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tara Chambers
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:59:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tara Chambers
111 West 67th St Apt 33E
New York, NY 10023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Anderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:59:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Anderson
30 Sycamore Street
Kingston, NY 12401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

don rhoades
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:59:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
don rhoades
ferry
new hope, PA 18938
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Dobby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Dobby
Grammar School close
Hereford, ot Hr9 7qd
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Linn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Linn
30011 Regent Rd
Wickliffe, OH 44092
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kate Ague
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kate Ague
491 Sherwood Way
Menlo Park, CA 94025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Cloud
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Cloud
208 Cinnaminson Ave
New Jersey, NJ 08065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Reilly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Reilly
2123 Ridgemore Dr
Valrico, FL 33594
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Art Glick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Art Glick
HC 67 Box 539BB
Lewisburg, WV 24966
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisabette Brinkman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisabette Brinkman
308 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

R Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
R Brown
Links Drive
VA, VA 20190
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

d carr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
d carr
22a school street
Hanover, NH 03755
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Brewer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Brewer
Mainstreet 7
Fountain, MI 49410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Erin Barca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:58:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Erin Barca
1365 Creekside Dr.
California, CA 94596
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Theresa Perry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Theresa Perry
10480 Sunland Bl
Sunland, CA 91040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Sue Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Sue Baker
Mary Sue Baker
6318 Goldfinch St
Sarasota, FL 34241
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Goertzen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynn Goertzen
5120 Maryvale Drive NE
Calgary, AB T2A 2T4
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathy kestell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathy kestell
15611 N Little Spokane Dr
Spokane, WA 99208
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Thompson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy Thompson
57 Jay Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TUPEFAAVAE AUELUA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
TUPEFAAVAE AUELUA
12549 HERON ST
CA, CA 92392
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Lewis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Lewis
7395 Sedgefield Ave
San Ramon, CA 94583
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Brultz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:57:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Brultz
1224 E Concordia Ave
WI, WI 53212
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Diana
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Diana
207 Regency Dr
Bloomingdale, IL 60108
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Galvin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Peter Galvin
pob 220
whitethorn, CA 95589
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Thornsbury
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jean Thornsbury
6 ave sw
Federal Way, WA 98023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ernie Scales
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ernie Scales
21 Cygnet Close
Ashington, ot NE63 0DF
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony & Cindy guarnieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tony & Cindy guarnieri
27 pamlynn road
stamford, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Skirbunt-Kozabo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
William Skirbunt-Kozabo
4530 Crossgate RD
Chester, VA 23831
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Lucas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Lucas
5234 Richardson drive
Fairfax, VA 22032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacqueline Bobnick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Bobnick
30 Federal St.
Lawrence, PA 15055
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Benesovsky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Benesovsky
764 Runnymede Avenue
Coquitlam, BC V3J 2V1
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Drembus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:56:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joel Drembus
2453 Arctic Fox Way
Reston, VA 20191
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Brewer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Brewer
Mainstreet 7
Fountain, MI 49410
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Antonio Scognamiglio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Antonio Scognamiglio
pisa 00
pisa, ot 00000
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annie McCuen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annie McCuen
1825 Fairmount Ave S
Salem, OR 97302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krista Hunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Krista Hunter
3593 Unick Rd
Ferndale, WA 98248
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Derek Schmeh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Derek Schmeh
11201 w 106th pl
Westminster, CO 80021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lonna richmond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lonna richmond
45 sunset way
muir beach, CA 94965
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan McCreary
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jan McCreary
POB 3042
Silver City, NM 88062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Nix
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Nix
330 County Road 426
Al, AL 35553
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Bonatti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karen Bonatti
19 Wilkins Rd
Braintree, MA 02184
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

j angell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
j angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

eusebio manuel vestias pecurto vestias
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
eusebio manuel vestias pecurto vestias
Antonio Joaquim Da Guerra
Borba, OK 71501
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ginna Donovan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ginna Donovan
1 Malcolm Rd.
MA, MA 02138
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ginna Donovan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ginna Donovan
1 Malcolm Rd.
MA, MA 02138
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RM
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RM
11450 church
Rancho, CA 91730
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gloria Callahan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gloria Callahan
229 Shakerag Road
Aiken, SC 29803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kari Mueller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kari Mueller
1675 Garden of the Gods Rd
Colorado Springs, CO 80907
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie Sotere
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie Sotere
17 Kenmore Lane
Milford, CT 06460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Mack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:55:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Mack
544 Angell Hill Rd.
Burlington Flats, NY 13315
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

melissa ambrose
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
melissa ambrose
674 precita ave
San Francisco, CA 94110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fred Schloessinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fred Schloessinger
11 Laurel Druve
Great Neck, NY 11021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bev Hansen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bev Hansen
6573 Pine Meadows Dr.
Spring Hill, FL 34606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Thoma
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Thoma
326 Spirea Dr.
Oakwood, OH 45419
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lorraine foster
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lorraine foster
8205 se 9th ave
portland, OR 97202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gregory Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gregory Smith
PO Box 1345
Pikeville, KY 41502
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Mazzola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Mazzola
1723 Followthru Drive
Tampa, FL 33612
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tess Husbands
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tess Husbands
5521 Cloud Way
San Diego, CA 92117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Morgan-Hickey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:54:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Morgan-Hickey
520 Wagaman Drive
San Jose, CA 95129
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Herst
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Herst
2130 Cambridge St.
Vancouver, BC V5L 1E3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Nadreau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Nadreau
24191 Dial Avenue
WI, WI 54660
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Almazon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Almazon
Lakeside Drive
Bridgeport, CT 06606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianne Ensign
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianne Ensign
11600 SW Lancaster Rd
Portland, OR 97219
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Glenn Hiufnagel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Glenn Hiufnagel
1174 Kensington Ave.
Buffalo, NY 14215
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Kain
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Kain
5957 Redcliff N Lane
Plainfield, IN 46168
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D C Harris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D C Harris
2528 E 19th St
Tulsa, OK 74104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kirsten Sweet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kirsten Sweet
7104 Icicle Road
Leavenworth, WA 98826
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tejbir Singh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tejbir Singh
15626, Altomare Traceway
Virginia, VA 22193
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bonnie MacRaith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
An incinerator in paradise! What a terrible idea!
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bonnie MacRaith
2592 Maple Ln.
Arcata, CA 95521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ashok & Kiran Bajaj
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ashok & Kiran Bajaj
Oaklawn Avenue
stamford, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annette Musulin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:53:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annette Musulin
2916 Escondido Farm Rd.
Garner, NC 27529
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

julio salva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
julio salva
1007 n sunnyvale lane
madison, WI 53713
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianna Torson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianna Torson
46850 221st ST
Brookings, SD 57006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rudolf mühl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
rudolf mühl
stadtring 2b
michelstadt, ot 64720
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Holt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bill Holt
7407 SCENIC BROOK DR
Texas, TX 78736
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Edgar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pat Edgar
Finch Lane
Little Chalfont, ot HP7 9NE
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Lengel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Lengel
12901 S. Wildwood Lane
Anacortes, WA 98221
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Giannantonio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Giannantonio
2904 Evergold Drive
Henderson, NV 89074
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eva Sandhammar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eva Sandhammar
Lemmeshult 1051
Orkelljunga, ot SE28692
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristy Doades
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:52:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristy Doades
4196 Waterway Dr.
Montclair, VA 22025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dorothy marciano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:51:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dorothy marciano
8 Oakwood Avenue
norwalk, CT 06850
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jude Todd
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:51:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jude Todd
2655 Brommer St. #18
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frank Blake
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:51:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frank Blake
1010 Peden Street, Apt. 3
Houston, TX 77006
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ray Bustos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:51:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Schultz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:51:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Schultz
PO Box 1719
Yucca Valley, CA 92286
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurence George
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurence George
confidential
Nicasio, CA 94946
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Smith
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Smith
1409 Newmans Trail
Hendersonville, TN 37075
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

julie MARQUES
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator!
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
julie MARQUES
rua getulio
petropolis, ot 25651
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maryann Piccione
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maryann Piccione
2202 Arcadia Rd
Holiday, FL 34690
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Chiazzese
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise Chiazzese
17 S. Phetteplace St.
Falconer, NY 14733
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lasha Wells
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lasha Wells
6243 3rd ave south
Saint Petersburg, FL 33707
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Dutton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Dutton
3919 la Colina Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lauren Hawkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lauren Hawkins
1101 S. Duncan Ave
Fayetteville, AR 72701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diane/Margaret Marsalis/Catches
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:50:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diane/Margaret Marsalis/Catches
P O Box 5042
Pine Ridge, SD 57770
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Alston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Alston
6 Hutton Centre Dr.
Santa Ana, CA 92707
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kitrina Lisiewski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kitrina Lisiewski
270 Federal Road
Monroe Township, NJ 08831
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup
Loehrbachsgraben 5
Allendorf, ot 35469
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J. M. HARRIS JR
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
J. M. HARRIS JR
Midtown
Tulsa, OK 74104
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doug Landau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Doug Landau
150 73 St S
St Petersburg, FL 33707
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joyce Murphy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:49:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joyce Murphy
5344 Conrad Ave.
San Diego, CA 92117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Files
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Files
47 East St
Stratford, CT 06615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Barbezat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please do not pollute Puerto Rico.
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Barbezat
789 Rocky Gap Drive
Elgin, IL 60124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amalie Duvall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amalie Duvall
107 E Walnut St.
Boonville, MO 65233
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeri Liggett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jeri Liggett
1135 N.W. 46th street
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurel Hieb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laurel Hieb
3721 Canyon Loop
Flagstaff, AZ 86005
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Mendes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Mendes
Praca Infante Dom Henrique
Loures, ot 2670-390
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gilay Oliveira Souza de Azevedo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:48:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gilay Oliveira Souza de Azevedo
Nossa Senhora de Fátima 195
Itaperuna-Rio de Janeiro, ot 28300-000
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin West
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin West
5400 Waterbrook Drive
Austin, TX 78723
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meghan McCutcheon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meghan McCutcheon
215 NW Country Place Dr.
Washington, WA 98672
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irene & Slowomir przybysz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irene & Slowomir przybysz
16 Signal Hill Road
CT, CT 06897
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michelle crow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michelle crow
6127 saint andrews drive
mukilteo, WA 98275
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Norman Howell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Norman Howell
1585 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irina Kolomietz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irina Kolomietz
5627 Colby Ave
Everett, WA 98203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony & Cindy guarnieri
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:47:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tony & Cindy guarnieri
27 pamlynn road
CT, CT 06905
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacki Hunter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacki Hunter
1929 N. Whitley Ave., #505
Hollywood, CA 90068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tawnya Sanchez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tawnya Sanchez
Rand
Boise, ID 83709
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Wiener
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Wendy Wiener
200 E Southern Ave
Apache Junction, AZ 85119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Peterson
351 SE Back Bay Dr
Newport, OR 97365
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Stefacek
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Stefacek
4161 Humphrey Street
St. Louis, MO 63116
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tamela Roberson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:46:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tamela Roberson
5627 Colby Ave
Everett, WA 98203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marian F. McAleenan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marian F. McAleenan
11 Little Bear Lane
Rockport,, ME 04856
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

r.a. szumal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
r.a. szumal
7730 Kedvale
IL, IL 60076
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jamaka Petzak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done. It seems that, in our ever-increasing race to overpopulate and despoil this
earth, the ball is being dropped in regards to the other living beings with whom we share this, our only home.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jamaka Petzak
1222 Graynold Ave.
Glendale, CA 91202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Giordano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anthony Giordano
1122 Chalmette Ave
Ventura, CA 93003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Portale
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Portale
310 s. Park drive
Wilmington, DE 19809
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gayle Sullivan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gayle Sullivan
2575 South Tucson Circle
Colorado, CO 80014
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Muñoz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Muñoz
Autopist anorte km 19
Chia, ot 11121
CO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monique TONET
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monique TONET
14 boulevard Jean Baptiste Veraby
Nice, ot 06300
FX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ken Gilmour
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ken Gilmour
173 Adeline Street
Peterborough, ON K9J 5E2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matej Ilcik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:45:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matej Ilcik
Robotnicka 104
Senica, ot 90501
SK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

COLLEEN McMULLEN
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
COLLEEN McMULLEN
6074 ANTELOPE TRL
UT, UT 84741
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pieter van Slooten
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pieter van Slooten
Zwolseweg 31
Deventer, ot 7412AA
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christa Neuber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christa Neuber
728 N. Doheny Druve
W, Hollywood, CA 90069
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amelia Marchand
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amelia Marchand
PO Box 186
ELMER CITY, WA 99124
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claire Herrick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Claire Herrick
3112 N Kyle Loop
Flagstaff, AZ 86004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Fahlman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:44:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Fahlman
9224 Sandy Lake Circle
Maryland, MD 20879
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nancy godwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nancy godwin
2202 s calle mesa del oso
tucson, AZ 85748
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Robey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Robey
548 Wildcat Canyon Road
CA, CA 94708
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Parkinson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Parkinson
1542 sw 18 terr
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jason Nichols
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jason Nichols
734 Walker School Rd
Maryville, TN 37803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Glen Venezio
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Glen Venezio
176 Calle San Jorge Apt 2A
San Juan, PR 00911
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chetna Pittea
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chetna Pittea
Warwick Gardens
London, ot w14
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Struble
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dan Struble
512 E Weber Rd
Columbus, OH 43202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cathy Brownlee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cathy Brownlee
2114 Mimosa
Paragould, AR 72450
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jay Snider
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jay Snider
11 Hampshire Hills Dr
Bow, NH 03304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane-E. Keniski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:43:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jane-E. Keniski
1106 N Pulaski Rd
Chicago, IL 60651
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Daly
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:42:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paul Daly
366 Foxtail Drive
Eugene, OR 97405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kyle Gage
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:42:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kyle Gage
4965 Hillcrest Dr.
NY, NY 14424
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Philip Ritter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:42:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Philip Ritter
16319 N 164th Lane
Surprise, AZ 85388
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aggie Monfette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:42:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aggie Monfette
3521 Hillside Dr
Royal Oak, MI 48073
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carol jagiello
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
carol jagiello
91 wood pl
bloomingdale, NJ 07403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marta Rico Buenrostro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marta Rico Buenrostro
Av. Paseo Solares #300-39
Zapopan, AZ 45129
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lawrence Holtzman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Holtzman
11342 SW 69th Ter
Miami, FL 33173
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dacia Murphy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dacia Murphy
4255 E Pecos Rd
Gilbert, AZ 85295
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison Pierce
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allison Pierce
1710 Drayton Dr.
Murfreesboro, TN 37130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Fursich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Fursich
9 longfellow
hartsdale, NY 10530
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Therese North
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:41:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Therese North
4766 Cottonwood Rd.
Silver City, NM 99062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melani King
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melani King
500 Western Drive
Richmond, CA 94801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

david BRADBURY
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
david BRADBURY
1565 CERRO GORDO RD
santa fe, NM 87501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Bittar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Patricia Bittar
Cote-Vertu
Montreal, QC H4N 1C7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Duncan Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Duncan Brown
8122 E. Sundew Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karline Rousseau
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karline Rousseau
6449 Settlers TRL
Michigan, MI 48855
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ellen walsh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ellen walsh
404 bear dr
FL, FL 32561
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barb Morrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:40:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barb Morrison
2144 Fulton way
Largo, FL 33774
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristen Lowry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristen Lowry
8-201 The West Mall
California, CA 90211
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Atiye Chappell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Atiye Chappell
7307 Stone Crossing Dr
Fredericksburg, VA 22407
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Kuru
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Kuru
3093 Midgard Road
Columbus, OH 43202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robin Peterson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robin Peterson
4735 Tara Wood Dr. E
Jacksonville, FL 32210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lecat andree
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lecat andree
Av De Pomereu
France, ot 93600
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lesley meyer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:39:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lesley meyer
742 quail
los angeles, CA 90065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

claudia pessoa
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:38:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
claudia pessoa
av prudente de moraes, 59
Belo Horizonte, ot 30380000
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dostana ljusic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:38:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
dostana ljusic
36 cascade lake rd
warwick, NY 10990
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Mayer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:38:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Mayer
314 Milroy Street NW
Olympia, WA 98502
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irene Huskisson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:38:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irene Huskisson
3407 Peggy St.
Arkansas, AR 72764
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Pavao
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:38:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Pavao
10130 Reflections Blvd, Apt 203
Florida, FL 33351
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bo Bergstrom
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:37:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bo Bergstrom
30 Village Rd
Silver City, NM 88061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

E Robbins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:37:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
E Robbins
Chesterbrook
Chesterbrook, PA 19087
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Justin Schmidt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:37:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Justin Schmidt
1961 W. Brichta Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85745
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Justine Olmez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:37:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Justine Olmez
39 Sumner St
North Attleboro, MA 02760
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Aylward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:37:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Aylward
1550 Sierra St.
Redwood City, CA 94061
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gary wagner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gary wagner
17225 Ambaum Blvd S
Burien, WA 98148
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debi Bergsma
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debi Bergsma
15376 Rockwell Avenue
CA, CA 92336
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Damon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Damon
1219 Race St. Apt 41
Philadelphia, PA 19107

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Jache
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Jache
2151 Glencoe dr
Lemon grove, CA 91945
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Schuhrke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Schuhrke
1217 W Calle del Norte
Arizona, AZ 85224
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana kliche
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana kliche
3351 ridge pk ct
California, CA 90804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Taylor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Taylor
4235 Habersham Way
Cumming, GA 30041
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donald Barker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donald Barker
23 13th Avenue
Southern Shores, NC 27949
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Labb
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Labb
281 Desplaines Ave.
IL, IL 60546
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah McNaull
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah McNaull
2521 west danby road
West Danby, NY 14883
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

virginia bortoluzzo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
virginia bortoluzzo
rua coronel spinola de castro 3420
None, ot 15015500
BR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristina Lamons
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristina Lamons
1014 W 16th Street
Houston, TX 77008
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jim Snee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:36:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jim Snee
1321 Quarter Line Road
Vermont, VT 05736
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Flora Pino García
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Flora Pino García
calle romero 12
Alameda del Valle, Madrid, Españ, ot 00000
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Hansen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Hansen
3110 Palmer Road
Qualicum Beach, BC V9K 1W4
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Jacobs
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Jacobs
2969 Denver Drive
CO, CO 80525
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Holly Dowling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Holly Dowling
35 Oak Forest Place
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Etherton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Etherton
425 E. 80th Street
New York, NY 10075
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Holly Dowling
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:35:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Holly Dowling
35 Oak Forest Place
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Spencer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Deborah Spencer
12 Newport Drive
MA, MA 01821
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Manuel Ferreira
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Manuel Ferreira
Rua da Ramoa, Lote 1, Fr
Braga, ot 47000
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalie Duleba
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Natalie Duleba
4005 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Clifford Provost
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Clifford Provost
140 7th Avenue, Apt 1B
New York, NY 10011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MaryAnn Burch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MaryAnn Burch
93 Sherwood rd
Aurora, NY 13026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Quinnell
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Scott Quinnell
34300 Sherwood Drive
Yucaipa, CA 92399
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:34:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Williams
2249 E 2nd St
Tucson, AZ 85719
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joanne Neihart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joanne Neihart
6751 Geneva Ave So
Cottage Grove, MN 55016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

S Burt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
We should not be sending our waste to Puerto Rico, or anywhere else for that matter. We as Americans need to
grow up and take responsibility for our own trash.
S Burt
137 Barbaree Way
CA, CA 94920
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kaatje Adams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kaatje Adams
Brabant laan 10
Brabant, ot 5555ab
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tom harris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tom harris
12 cypress ct.
bordentown, NJ 08505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raymond Nuesch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lacey Levitt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lacey Levitt
1569 Summerland St
CA, CA 91913
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meryl Pinque
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:33:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meryl Pinque
Odlin Rd
Bangor, ME 04401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roy DuVerger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roy DuVerger
214 Harbor Circle
Alligator Point, FL 32346
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

phil tompetrini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
phil tompetrini
1146 getty ln
hernando, FL 34442
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Annika E Pellegrini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Annika E Pellegrini
Hertistr. 8
Egliswil, ot 5704
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christy Carosella
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christy Carosella
10720 107th Street
Ozone Park, NY 11417
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vincent Rusch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vincent Rusch
1090 4th St
Schenectady, NY 12303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey semel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey semel
33 riverside dr.
new york, NY 10023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maurizio Sini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maurizio Sini
v. G. Carducci 4
Casier, ot 31030
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raymond Nuesch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Tobin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dan Tobin
279 Fantango Rd.
Durango, CO 81301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Glen Wetzel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:32:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Glen Wetzel
16238 N. 161 Drive
AZ, AZ 85374
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Bassett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Bassett
5961 East Camden Road
Flagstaff, AZ 86004
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vittorio Tedesco Zammarano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vittorio Tedesco Zammarano
1624 E Montoya Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85024
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Crystal Wolf
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Crystal Wolf
Miguel CHavez
NM, NM 87505
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylvia Gries
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Gries
Himbaumstraße 14
Eppenbrunn, ot 66957
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nick kassam
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
nick kassam
8086 W Mc Nab rd
Florida, FL 33068
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charity Moschopoulos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charity Moschopoulos
3617 Sprucedale Dr
Annandale, VA 22003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Pitman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Pitman
1913 1/2 Magnolia Blvd.
CA, CA 91506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Hafer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Hafer
12111 NE 4th St
Vancouver, WA 98684
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bradford Goodwin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bradford Goodwin
25325 SE 216th St.
Maple Valley, WA 98038
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Booth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Richard Booth
26250 Dreschfield
Michigan, MI 48138
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tami Palacky
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tami Palacky
8005 BETHELEN WOODS LN
VA, VA 22153
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Timothy Simmons
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Timothy Simmons
Quarrier
Charleston, WV 25301
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hillary Semus
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hillary Semus
3560 W 132nd Place
Broomfield, CO 80020
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Morgan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:31:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Morgan
P.O. Box 442
Arroyo Seco, NM 87514
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Camilla Torsander
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Camilla Torsander
Hertig Johans gata 5
Skovde, ot 54130
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Sweet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Sweet
2109 Broadway #17-62
New York, NY 10023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frederick Cardini
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Frederick Cardini
218 Woodstock Ave.
Connecticut, CT 06260
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Knudsen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Knudsen
PO Box 952
WA, WA 98862
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darlene Banks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darlene Banks
81 Bangor St. #2
Augusta, ME 04330
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tonia Deur
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tonia Deur
2105 Nw 2nd
amarillo, TX 79106
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Priscilla Mattison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks,
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Priscilla Mattison
138 Montrose Ave
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Cacioppo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judy Cacioppo
803 Milgray Lane
Alabama, AL 35022
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tim hammond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:30:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
tim hammond
512 10th Ave
Grinnell, IA 50112
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Finnegan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Finnegan
2297 S Holman Circle
Lakewood, CO 80228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Zoah-Henderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Zoah-Henderson
3904 Cedar #B
Eureka, CA 95503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Catherine Hart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Catherine Hart
503 Acorn Court
Maryland, MD 21771
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Celia O"Kelley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Celia O'Kelley
12 hillcrest
Tuscaloosa, AL 35401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Noris Nunez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Noris Nunez
2555 JFK Blvd.
Jersey City, NJ 07304
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brent Rocks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:29:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Conroy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Conroy
214 9th St
Hicksville, NY 11801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gina Mondazze
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gina Mondazze
2119 n 45th ave
Hollywood, FL 33021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melinda Parke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melinda Parke
733 N 84 st
Seattle, WA 98103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

phoebe hall
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
phoebe hall
1582 westminster st. #8
providence, RI 02909
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary a
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary a
1269 Hoover St. #1
California, CA 94025
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brice Grunert
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brice Grunert
710 W Edwards Ave.
MI, MI 49931
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rita Gentry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:28:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rita Gentry
3466 Cerrillos Rd., #B1
Santa Fe, NM 87507
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lois White
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lois White
1470A Redwood Circle
Grants Pass, OR 97527
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Genasci
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elaine Genasci
462 Chorro St
SLO, CA 93401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M Leszczynski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
M Leszczynski
1535 Lincolnshire Dr
Lapeer, MI 48446
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Zawaski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan Zawaski
2883 MacArthur Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94602
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan King
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan King
4396 N Marsh Elder Ct
Concord, CA 94521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Reback
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Reback
1606 N. Avenue 55
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Rauworth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Rauworth
532 SE 15th Ave
Portland, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amanda Langston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amanda Langston
3376 Hyland Drive
Decatur, GA 30032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christian hartleben
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christian hartleben
732 spring lane
philadelphia, PA 19128
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Juliette Dzija
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Juliette Dzija
60 Court St.
Auburn, ME 04210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Kuzma
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Kuzma
2220 Cimarron Ter
Palm Harbor, FL 34683
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MICHAEL GRINNELL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:27:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MICHAEL GRINNELL
450 E 7th St
SOUTH BOSTON, MA 02127
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nathalie QUESNEL
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:26:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nathalie QUESNEL
23 rue du Pont Neuf
None, ot 62100
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jerry Golden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:26:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jerry Golden
307 S. Sherman St.
Illinois, IL 61727
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iris Block
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:26:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Iris Block
28 Wilson Circle East
NJ, NJ 07701
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

L. Parrish
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
L. Parrish
ADDRESS
Carmel valley, CA 93924
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Barnett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Barnett
14316 Pepperwood Drive
Penn Valley, CA 94956
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

christine coffin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
christine coffin
1020 Broadway
westville, NJ 08093
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Souza
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mike Souza
3920 Fruitridge Glen Lane
Terre Haute, IN 47803
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Aylward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Diana Aylward
2
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie Orner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:25:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie Orner
1630 Sugarloaf Drive
San Mateo, CA 94403
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly Turicchi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelly Turicchi
PO box 2012
Port a, TX 78373
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Mohning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Mohning
3213 Long Blvd
Tennessee, TN 37203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniel Fernandes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Daniel Fernandes
Travessa da Fonte, 23-25
Aveiro, ot 3800-033
PT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Howard Higson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Howard Higson
7765 Dos Palos Lane
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Colleen Stoyas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Colleen Stoyas
1502 la playa
San Diego, CA 92109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Davenport
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:24:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Davenport
1906 Rory Lane Unit 1
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Forbes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:23:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Forbes
Stewart Terrace
Edinburgh, ot EH11 1UN
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

serge vantalon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:23:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
serge vantalon
la gasne de ville
tercillat, ot 23350
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rob Seltzer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:23:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rob Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cynthia Small
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Small
918 Cottonwood Circle
Golden, CO 80401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jim Notestine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jim Notestine
6432 E Brian Kent
6432 E Brian Kent, AZ 85710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rogil Schroeter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rogil Schroeter
67 Ave & Bell Rd
Glendale, AZ 85306
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roy Karlen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roy Karlen
84 Monte Cimas Avenue
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Fine
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture. Do the right thing and don't harm the environment.
Sincerely,
Michael Fine
10118 Parkwood Drive
Bethesda, MD 20814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Josh Kaye-Carr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Josh Kaye-Carr
1365 Weymouth Lane
CA, CA 93001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Stellner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Stellner
133 NW 18th Ave Apt 6
Portland, OR 97209
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Acs-Ray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julie Acs-Ray
27016 starkey lane
Brownstown, MI 48174
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen View
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:22:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen View
115 Dewitt Ave 10R
Elmira, NY 14901
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Kiel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Kiel
49 Cedar St
Port Orange, FL 32127
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maggie Shields
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maggie Shields
380 Coburn Avenue
MA, MA 01604
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Astarkina
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Astarkina
Vostotchniy 2/2a
Noviy Urengoy, ot 629303
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

denise simone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
denise simone
100 ridgeview drive
bellevue, ID 83313
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Koehl
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Reject Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing with respect to urge you to please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste
incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a
precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with
Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put
Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and
businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Koehl
22 Twin River Drive
Ormond Beach, FL 32174
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Miller
142 Benton Road
Stevensville, MD 21666
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Carter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michelle Carter
1736 Dolores Street
San Francisco, CA 94110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Shippee
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert Shippee
13000 Trinity Ct
VA, VA 23233
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jana Castanares
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:21:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jana Castanares
P.O. Box 143
Parkdale, OR 97041
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Knoll
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:20:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Knoll
7 Knickerbocker Lane
Orinda, CA 94563
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

gerrit woudstra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:20:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
gerrit woudstra
40 weegschaal
lemmer, CA 91126
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark gillono
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:20:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mark gillono
1896 sedgewood ave
IL, IL 60503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Sprecher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:20:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cindy Sprecher
6033 S Apache Rose Trl
Hereford, AZ 85615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terrie Williams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terrie Williams
850 Laura Lane
TX, TX 77662
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

audrey ross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
audrey ross
lee st
tucson, AZ 85712
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Georgeanne Samuelson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Georgeanne Samuelson
47525 Perkins St
Oakridge, OR 97463
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pat mace
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
pat mace
10961 west broad street
glen allen, VA 23060
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vicky Brandt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vicky Brandt
28 W. 10th St. 4R
New York, NY 10011
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caryn Graves
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caryn Graves
1642 Curtis St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Meredith Tucker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Meredith Tucker
498 Inverway
Inverness, IL 60067
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jared Laiti
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,

I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans, and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations
of this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks,
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle, and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,

Jared Laiti
2131 Valley Oak Lane #1020
West Sacramento, CA 95691
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roz Downing
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Stop Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
The incinerator would cause significant environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already
violating the Clean Air Act's standards. USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of
non-incineration alternatives, and not spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roz Downing
39 Moss St.
Pawcatuck, CT 06379
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Bousquet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:19:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bob Bousquet
PO Box 101
Bryantville, MA 02327
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Smith-Thomas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Smith-Thomas
4106 SE Lincoln St.
OR, OR 97214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Jasiukiewicz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Jasiukiewicz
Wrocawska 30
None, ot 63-400
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tika Bordelon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tika Bordelon
1400 Hubbell Pl.
seattle, WA 98101
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gail J. Reams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gail J. Reams
3114 West Avenue
Austin, TX 78705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RAYA. ENGLER
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RAYA. ENGLER
16150 NE 13 Ave.
FL, FL 33162
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Isabella La Rocca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Isabella La Rocca
1918 Grant St. #3
Berkeley, CA 94703
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lynda leigh
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lynda leigh
435 manzanita ave
ca, CA 95062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert J. Herman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Robert J. Herman
507 Nature Creek Lane
New Smyrna Beach, FL 32168
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louis Bubala
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:18:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louis Bubala
2040 Brenda Way
NV, NV 89704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristina Gravette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:17:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kristina Gravette
425 Mt Park Blvd SW
Issaquah, WA 98027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Scherbak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:17:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Scherbak
565 Urbana Rd
Venice, FL 34293
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michelle lesmond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:17:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
michelle lesmond
high street
sydney, ot 83725
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyle Brandt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:17:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lyle Brandt
5820 Amy Lane
Maple Plain, MN 55359
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mrs. P. D. Waterworth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mrs. P. D. Waterworth
Franklin St.
Seabrook, MD 20706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Papadopoulou
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Papadopoulou
Kanigos
Athens, ot 10678
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marianne Currie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marianne Currie
6 Bayley Point Lane
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betty Ware
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Betty Ware
2 Paxton Rd.
Richmond, VA 23226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allan Johnston
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Allan Johnston
548 Sheridan Road, 1 N
Evanston, IL 60202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adam Hopkins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adam Hopkins
GD
Brownsdale, NF a0b1h0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caroline Sévilla
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:16:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Caroline Sévilla
4 allée marc chagall
Champs-sur-marne, ot 77420
FX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jay McCormick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:15:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jay McCormick
423 N 5th St
Canon City, CO 81212
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gary Boren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:15:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gary Boren
501 Guerrero #6
CA, CA 94110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sam butler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:15:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sam butler
8134 westlawn ave
CA, CA 90045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelly Allison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:15:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelly Allison
po box 1673
berlin, MD 21811
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arthur Emshoff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:15:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arthur Emshoff
1816 Bayou Dr
Bay City, TX 77414
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kim wilber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:14:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kim wilber
448 bruce rd
Illinois, IL 60441
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Ramirez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:14:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Ramirez
6621 W 86th Pl Apt 108
Westchester, CA 90045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Hundt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Heather Hundt
15686 141ST AVE
LAKE PARK, MN 56554
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judi Poulson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judi Poulson
1881 Knollwood Dr
MN, MN 56031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Hutch
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sue Hutch
2116 16 St. S.W.
Calgary, AB T2T 4E4
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Sprehn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Sprehn
9744 Country Club Rd
Piqua, OH 45356
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Overton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Overton
39 Huncote Road
Leicester, ot LE19 3GP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Temple
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michele Temple
42-26 69th Street
Woodside, NY 11377
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Morley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dennis Morley
104 Throckmorton Lane
Old Bridge, NJ 08857
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

P Scoville
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:13:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
P Scoville
1
H, NJ 07421
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emma Rivera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Emma Rivera
5135 Oak street
Maple Plain, MN 55359
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olga Trojakova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Olga Trojakova
Sadova 625
Senica, CA 90501
SK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Francine Traniello
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Francine Traniello
3808 Pheasant Lane
Middleboro, MA 02346
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Viviane QUAGLIA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Viviane QUAGLIA
564 Allée des Cèdres
PLAN D'AUPS, ot 83640
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Ann Gamma
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Ann Gamma
740 E. Thomson Ave.
Sonoma, CA 95476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Rosen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Rosen
25 Parade Place, 1B
NY, NY 11226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gary Beckerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:12:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gary Beckerman
3584 Pine Street
California, CA 93460
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:52 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
ANDRES BIAGGI
6850 SAN PEDRO AVE
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78216andresbiaggidmd@aol.com
12104524070

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

louis gauci
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
louis gauci
145 York Str
Newport, KY 41071
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Burgess
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Burgess
2064 Lernhart Street
CA, CA 94559
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bruce Richman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bruce Richman
51 Hobart Ave. #5
San Mateo, CA 94402
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Combes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Combes
36 Beachway Drive
Florida, FL 32137
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jo Evans
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jo Evans
737 Burnett Ave., Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tatiana Hamboyan Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tatiana Hamboyan Harrison
125 Gravel Run Road
Grasonville, MD 21638
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosa Camacho
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rosa Camacho
Via Garibaldi 154
Savona, NC 17043
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Allman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill Allman
James Ter
Rahway, NJ 07065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Hicks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Hicks
4950 N. Via Entrada
Tucson, AZ 85718
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristy Murray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cristy Murray
17980 S Redland Rd
Oregon, OR 97045
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Candace Rocha
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:11:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St
CA, CA 90031
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

IAN CUNNINGHAM
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
IAN CUNNINGHAM
445 wind gust
NEW BRAUNFELS, TX 78130
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Casey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Casey
2213 Canary Court
Baltimore, MD 21231
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Celeste Anacker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Celeste Anacker
2814 Miradero Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

roger hollander
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
roger hollander
3815 Hilton head way
tarzana, CA 91356
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Boone
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Boone
1470 Andrews Street
San Luis Obispo,, CA 93401
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Edwards
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator!
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eric Edwards
1373 Prairie Ct.
West Chicago, IL 60185
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Keiser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:10:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Keiser
410 E 6th St., Apt. 17B
New York, NY 10009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kenneth Gillette
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:09:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Gillette
1040 tevis st se
Palm Bay, FL 32909
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susanne Kratz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:09:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susanne Kratz
Lange Land 13
Wittmund, ot 26409
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John McLaurin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:09:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John McLaurin
179 Niblick Rd. #322
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Stuart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:08:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Stuart
11 Arlington Street
MA, MA 01501
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

leona klerer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:08:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
leona klerer
straw hill ave
stamford, CT 06902
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

leena maristo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:08:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
leena maristo
aurinkotuulenakatu 5 a 13
helsinki, ot 00990
FI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelsey Baker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:08:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelsey Baker
1386 23rd Ave
California, CA 94122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Terri Barreras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:07:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Terri Barreras
6124 W. Melrose St.
Chicago, IL 60634
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra Stock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:07:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandra Stock
8149 E. 4th Pl
Tucson, AZ 85710
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathy haverkamp
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:07:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathy haverkamp
722 billsboro road
geneva, NY 14456
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Henry Weinberg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:06:59 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
California, CA 93110
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beverly Blackburn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:06:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beverly Blackburn
815 Patricia
San Antonio, TX 78216
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RAE PEARSON
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:06:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
RAE PEARSON
5527 36thNE
Seattle, WA 98105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sheri Bresson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:06:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sheri Bresson
97 Hoyts Hill
Bethel, CT 06801
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Valerie McKenzie
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Valerie McKenzie
33-08 30th Avenue
Astoria, NY 11103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Brooks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ben Brooks
46 Adams Street
Somerville, MA 02145
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Fredric Salstrom
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Fredric Salstrom
P O Box 93
St. Mary of the Woods, IN 47876
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leigh Saunders
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Leigh Saunders
Fenwick Street
Hastings, ot 4122
NZ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Garcin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Garcin
8802 castlebury court
Laurel, MD 20723
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Hatfield
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:05:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Hatfield
850 E Berwyn St
Indianapolis, IN 46203
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ricardo Hernandez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:04:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ricardo Hernandez
P. O. Box 1430
Bilbao, ot 00000
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gopal Shanker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:04:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gopal Shanker
1370 El Bonita Avenue
St. Helena, CA 94574
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Stopyra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:02:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melanie Stopyra
109 Thurber Street
Syracuse, NY 13210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

panagiotis rigopoulos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 1:47:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
panagiotis rigopoulos
agiou georgiou 77
patra, ot 26225
GR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Litton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 1:36:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Litton
32 Shallow Brook Rd
MA, MA 02664
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Victoria Peyser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 1:11:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Victoria Peyser
106 Gateway Drive
DE, DE 19711
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Petra Jakubzik
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 1:04:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Petra Jakubzik
Riwastr.199
Grevenbroich, ot 41516
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Tree
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:48:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tom Tree
PO Box 7103
munford, TN 38058
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellyn Sutton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:42:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anna Thurman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:41:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anna Thurman
870 Anson Street
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jim Lawrence
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:36:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jim Lawrence
201516 main st
baker, OR 97814
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roswitha Hanowski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:25:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roswitha Hanowski
Wiedestr. 10
Wedel, ot 22880
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

doreena fliegel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:18:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,Doreena Fliegel
doreena fliegel
hauptstrasse 60
marxen, ot 21439
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 12:13:36 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Nahyla Figueroa
PO Box 50954
Toa Baja, PR 00950milkymitch@gmail.com
(787) 366-6312

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

manuela wolter
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:53:09 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
manuela wolter
villareal
san-jose, ID 50309
CR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sue harrington
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:44:47 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
sue harrington
clipper lane
martinez, CA 94553
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Neste
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:36:38 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
NC, NC 27265
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lise vandal
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:30:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lise vandal
2090 rue des mésanges
alma, QC g8b5v3
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beate Voßen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:17:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beate Voßen
Buchholzer Weg
42897, DE 42897
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Therese Fromaigeat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:07:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Therese Fromaigeat
Viaduc 34
Moutier, ot 02740
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Riley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:03:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Riley
Bridlington Avenue
Salforx, ot M6 8BP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olivia Schlosser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:43:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Olivia Schlosser
9 Atwoodville Lane
Mansfield Center, CT 06250
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debbie Williamson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:36:45 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debbie Williamson
PO Box 21
Mountain Home, AR 72654
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AKIKO SAKAGUCHI
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:10:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AKIKO SAKAGUCHI
5-23-9shimouma
Choose a State, ot 1540002
JP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cynthia Franke
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:03:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Franke
Udenhäuser Str. 19
Kassel, ot 34127
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Serra
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 9:22:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
FL, FL 33764
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AniMae Chi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:52:15 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AniMae Chi
405 N Arnaz St.
CA, CA 93023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carol Bischoff
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:33:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carol Bischoff
12/30 main street
junction city, KS 66441
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Silvia Steinbrecher
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:32:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Silvia Steinbrecher
Dom-Esch-Str. 72
Euskirchen, ot 53881
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sylwia Zielinska
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:22:36 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sylwia Zielinska
Bialostocka
Zambrow, PA 18-300
PL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:19:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
FL, FL 34715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

angelika zintel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:18:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
angelika zintel
hauptastraß
guntersheim, ot 67581
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

paula martins
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:17:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
paula martins
liegnitzstr.50a
DE, DE 28237
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandr Yantselovskiy
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 8:10:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alexandr Yantselovskiy
Svyatoshynska
FL, FL 34715
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karin Zimmermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:38:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Karin Zimmermann
Am Steinberg 16
Hersbruck, ot 91217
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 7:03:05 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose F. Maldonado-Moll
1786 Jajome St.
San Juan, PR 00926jmaldon2@hotmail.com
(787) 236-0222

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:29:11 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose Menendez
173 Calle Villamil
San Juan, PR 00907jmenen6666@gmail.com
7873196629

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

yolanda schultes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:27:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
yolanda schultes
wiesenstrasse 11
GA, GA 9300
CH

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathleen lavelle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:27:11 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kathleen lavelle
3880 san rafael
los ángeles, CA 90065
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jasmina Cuk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:15:34 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jasmina Cuk
Karolinska v 18
NY, NY 12345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Bastian
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 6:10:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mark Bastian
High Ave
Eltopia, WA 99330
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lone fundby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:55:40 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lone fundby
1091 Kingston Road
Scarborough, ON M1N 4E5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lone fundby
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:55:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
lone fundby
1091 Kingston Road
Scarborough, ON M1N 4E5
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ulrica Sjögren
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 5:52:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ulrica Sjögren
Fjärilsstg
Stockholm, ot 19735
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ljiljana Milic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:39:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ljiljana Milic
Belgrade
None, ot 11000
SP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Oscar Andersson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:27:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ben Oscar Andersson
55 My Street
My Hometown, IL 60601
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Dyson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 08, 2015 2:42:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sarah Dyson
2601 Robinson Dr #23
Waco, TX 76706
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Hughey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 11:44:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mike Hughey
924 Heritage Lane
Vista, CA 92081
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 11:07:29 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Edgar García
PMB 255 PO Box 4956
Caguas, PR 00726egarciacotto@gmail.com
(787) 425-3987

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 10:40:56 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Yessica Guardiola
PO Box 79723
Carolina, PR 00984yessicagua@yahoo.com
(787) 469-4305

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

natasha salgado
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 10:32:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
Maryland, MD 21122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 10:12:52 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Evelyn Trujillo
1 Parque del Sol
Bayamon, PR 00959berardait@gmail.com
(787) 998-3673

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 9:07:02 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ramón Pérez
St. A #DD39
Luquillo, PR 00773babychris1025@yahoo.com
(787) 403-6653

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mandi t
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 8:53:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
mandi t
xxx
Los Altos, CA 94040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 8:25:35 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Victor Vivoni
PO Box 140310
Arecibo, PR 00614vvivoni@hotmail.com
(787) 376-6610

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 7:44:08 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Paul Bayman
PO Box 23360
San Juan, PR 00931pbayamon@hotmail.com
78776400004880

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 7:42:28 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
IRIS GONZALEZ
OCEAN PARK ELENA 19
SAN JUAN, PR 00911arq.iris.gonzalez@gmail.com
(787) 399-3006

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debbie Williamson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 7:37:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debbie Williamson
PO Box 21
Mountain Home, AR 72654
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 7:29:06 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Teresa Garcia
Box 1372
Guaynabo, PR 00970teresagt72@prtc.net
(787) 391-9809

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:49:00 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
laura isado
hastings y-6
guaynabo, PR 00966lauraisadocanto@yahoo.com
(787) 793-1789

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Riley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:38:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tracy Riley
Bridlington Avenue
Salforx, ot M6 8BP
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:35:11 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ruth Morillo
I 17 betances
Bayamon, PR 00959lolajd@yahoo.com
(787) 785-4002

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine Stewart
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:32:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christine Stewart
307 Whippoorwill Glen
Escondido, CA 92026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:26:29 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Amanda Salvner
119 E Davis Ave
Ann Arbor, MI 48104muffincute@hotmail.com
(734) 545-0301

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AniMae Chi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:20:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
AniMae Chi
405 N Arnaz St.
CA, CA 93023
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:42 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:40 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:38 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:38 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:29 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:28 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:26 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:15 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:07 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:07 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:08:06 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:57 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:56 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:46 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:44 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:44 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:34 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:14 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 6:07:05 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Marisol Rodriguez
Damasco G 21
Caguas, PR 00725marirodz@gmail.com
(787) 941-2968

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 5:28:39 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Nelson Diaz
Villa Nevarez 1081 calle 3
San Juan, PR 00927ndiaz1949@hotmail.com
(787) 616-3588

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 5:23:08 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Natalia Martinez Torres
Hc07 BOX 3035 Ponce, Puerto Rico Bo. La
Ponce, PR 00731nataliamartinez@pucpr.edu
7878432635

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 4:35:16 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Margarita Morales
PO BOX 9031
San Juan, PR 00908march.morales15@gmail.com
(787) 525-1885

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 4:34:24 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Glen Venezio
176 Calle San Jorge Apt 2A
San Juan, PR 00911sethspeaksnyc@gmail.com
(787) 231-4981

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 07, 2015 3:43:42 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Yomama navarro
3719 17th St
SF, CA 94114nicaricua@gmail.com
(415) 213-4567

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Tuesday, October 06, 2015 7:58:21 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Omar E
Latham Street
Mountain View, CA 94040omar_o.e@hotmail.com
65048993

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Tuesday, October 06, 2015 7:49:50 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Golani
590 Fort Washington AveApt 1N
New York, NY 10033avivsprings@gmail.com
(415) 312-5870

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Tuesday, October 06, 2015 4:04:46 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Roberto Torres Zeno
Guamani 39, Urb. Estancias del Rio
Aguas Buenas, PR 00703rlalc@yahoo.com
(787) 406-1070

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Tuesday, October 06, 2015 10:59:51 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ahmina Maxey
17462 Salem St
Detroit, MI 48219ahminamaxey@gmail.com
(313) 332-5389

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynette Tudorache
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 4:18:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lynette Tudorache
115 Morris st.
Jersey city, NJ 07302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Henderson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 2:38:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Dr
CA, CA 92649
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Drew Musgrave
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 1:23:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Drew Musgrave
155 Misty Lane
Kentucky, KY 42003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Munton
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 12:43:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Chris Munton
67 Pendeford Avenue
Wolverhampton, ot WV6 9EH
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Lathrop
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 6:25:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Susan Lathrop
1330 Chapel Rd
Willow Springs, MO 65793
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gabriel Fidler
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 29, 2015 5:52:04 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gabriel Fidler
4033 Cave Mill Rd.
Maryville, TN 37804
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D"Arcy Goodrich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 11:42:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
D'Arcy Goodrich
13454 Fowler Ave
Omaha, NE 68164
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Provost
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 8:13:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Provost
151Tibbetts Road
Exeter, ME 04435
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine A. Owens
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 5:59:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Katherine A. Owens
1727 Amstrdm Rd
Scotia, NY 12302
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron Fumarola
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 2:04:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aaron Fumarola
907 Alfred Lane
NY, NY 13077
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

david kajtaniak
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 1:48:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
david kajtaniak
2028 kent ct.
Arcata, CA 95521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teri Yazdi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 11:49:59 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teri Yazdi
51 Winding Wy.
San Carlos, CA 94070
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jess B
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 9:55:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jess B
106th ave
State *, AB T0H1Z0
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Hicks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 12:34:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Hicks
4474 S Jefferson Ave
Springfield, MO 65810
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donna Ridley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 7:08:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Donna Ridley
14,Angerton Terrace,Dudley
Northd, ot NE23 7JE
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bronwen Walters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 3:48:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bronwen Walters
12356 N.E. Brigantine Crt
Washington, WA 98346
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joyce Ward
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 3:06:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joyce Ward
P O Box 196
Austin, IN 47102
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LiSandra Nazario
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 2:16:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LiSandra Nazario
61 e fred circle
camden, DE 19934
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laine Reams
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 1:08:02 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laine Reams
11139 NE Weidler St
Portland, OR 97220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy F.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 1:05:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Amy F.
2984 S. Akron St.
Denver, CO 80231
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Helen Cochems
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 10:08:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Helen Cochems
4141 Deep Creek Road spc 138
Fremont, CA 94555
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Contreras
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 10:21:58 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Contreras
370 Westchester Avenue
New York, NY 10573
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tabitha Rodriguez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 10:17:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tabitha Rodriguez
5946 Mohr Loop
Tampa, FL 33615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 7:26:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joseph Gray
619 E 109th Ter
Kansas City, MO 64131
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kristen fera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 6:36:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
kristen fera
7934
cleveland, OH 44111
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Ellen Bowen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 5:38:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Ellen Bowen
36 Buckland St #33
Plantsville, CT 06479
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Herlinger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 1:50:18 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Herlinger
6110 Pecan Lane
Texas, TX 77493
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marie Harrison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 11:36:22 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marie Harrison
302 Barrett Springs Court
Canton, GA 30115
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Silvia Bertano
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 8:25:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Silvia Bertano
Corso Rosselli 123/8
Torino, NY 10129
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Hind
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 5:33:52 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
David Hind
123 Oasis
Irvine, CA 92620
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jacob Nolan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 26, 2015 3:10:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jacob Nolan
3902 Fort Grant Rd
Willcox, AZ 85643
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Hammond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 10:56:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Teresa Hammond
6725 San Luis Obispo NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Megan Kearns
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 9:04:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Megan Kearns
1612 Potomac Ave SE
Washington, DC 20003
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Denise Tratolatis
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 8:46:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Denise Tratolatis
20 Miranda Lane
Stratford, CT 06615
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CAROLINA PEREIRA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 7:20:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
CAROLINA PEREIRA
2 REDMIRES COURT
SALFORD, ot M5 4US
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eileen Wunderlich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 7:12:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eileen Wunderlich
1017 Washington Ave
Houston, TX 77002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Barry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 4:47:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Barry
n/a
L.A., CA 90223
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kimie Fujimoto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 1:24:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kimie Fujimoto
309 N POPLAR ST
Ellensburg, WA 98926
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Petermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 9:47:51 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Petermann
1312W 40St
Austin, TX 78756
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

desanka sandulovic
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 25, 2015 4:22:23 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
desanka sandulovic
sv. markovica 23
belgrade, ot 11000
SP

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Athena Richardson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 11:05:34 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Athena Richardson
4385 Olivehurst Ave.
Olivehurst, CA 95961
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jose Ovidio Perez Morel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 8:48:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jose Ovidio Perez Morel
27 de Febrero #383-A
D. N., ot 10145
DO

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ELIZABETH Conner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 7:33:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
ELIZABETH Conner
88073 Hwy. 9
AL, AL 36266
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ceri Mcclellan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 6:46:43 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ceri Mcclellan
107 Bridgemarsh Lane
Althorne, ot cm3 6dq
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Agnes GUIMAS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:54:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Agnes GUIMAS
n°1 D rue Louis Pergaud immeuble Les Ducs
Petit-Quevilly, ot 76140
FX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Suneet Srivastava
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:46:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Suneet Srivastava
100 Logan Avenue
Ontario, ON M4M2M8
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Connie Hicks
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 4:07:21 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Connie Hicks
4474 S Jefferson Ave
Springfield, MO 65810
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Stancliffe
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 11:38:20 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julia Stancliffe
30335 310th St.
New Hartford, IA 50660
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brendan Hughes
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 11:34:56 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brendan Hughes
60444 Onaga Trl
Joshua Tree, CA 92252
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Pond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 4:31:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Pond
23098 N Umpqua Hwy
Idleyld Park, OR 97447
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Cunningham
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 24, 2015 12:00:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debra Cunningham
908 Bonita Drive
Encinitas, CA 92103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Iris Chynoweth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 11:30:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Iris Chynoweth
4954 Ponderosa Way
Midpines, CA 95345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irina Golda Lamadrid
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 6:12:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irina Golda Lamadrid
4829 Rejon st
Mar del Plata, ot 7600
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Brown
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 4:48:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sandy Brown
800 Hwy 238
OR, OR 97530
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carly Kritikos
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 3:50:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carly Kritikos
12 Garden Village Ave
Kilpedder, ot A63 VF67
IE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Arlene Zuckerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 2:21:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Arlene Zuckerman
9918 66th Avenue
Rego Park, NY 11374
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janelle Pollock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 2:03:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janelle Pollock
367 Rue des Marais
Choose a State, ot 01120
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dagmar Tillack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:56:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dagmar Tillack
Hinter den Gärten 24
Seelze, ot 30926
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Georg Tillack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:55:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Georg Tillack
Hinter den Gärten 24
Seelze, ot 30926
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie Tillack
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:54:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Tillack
Hinter den Gärten 24
Seelze, ot 30926
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

anthea nicholas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 12:36:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
anthea nicholas
112 maple ave.
fairmont, WV 26554
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ludovic Le Mentec
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 8:21:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ludovic Le Mentec
1 chemin de la caleche
LONGJUMEAU, ot 91160
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MARIE RENEE GELINEAU
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:05:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MARIE RENEE GELINEAU
RUE ANDRE TOURANJON
AJACCIO, ot 20090
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Harmen Eijzenga
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:03:57 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Harmen Eijzenga
Bellinkstraat 25
Middelburg, ot 4331GV
NL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bronwen Walters
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 4:42:30 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bronwen Walters
12356 N.E. Brigantine Crt
Kingston, WA 98346
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julio Toro San Martin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 2:48:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julio Toro San Martin
18 Monteith Cres
ON, ON L6A 3M7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Gray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:09:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Matthew Gray
6912 SE Center Street
Portland, OR 97206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hannah Reed
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 10:38:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hannah Reed
352 Albany Hwy
Bedfordale, ot 6112
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darlene Bichsel
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 10:26:09 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Darlene Bichsel
4721 Gabriel Dr
NV, NV 89121
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward O"Connor
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 10:15:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edward O'Connor
10903 State Line Road
Kansas City, MO 64114
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Apryl Mefford-Hemauer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 10:12:11 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Apryl Mefford-Hemauer
2524 5th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellen Koivisto
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 9:37:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ellen Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy #101
San Francisco, CA 94122
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Beaudry
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 9:26:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jessica Beaudry
315 Monte Vista Lane
Petaluma, CA 94952
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Manuel Barrios
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 8:26:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Manuel Barrios
San Pablo 130
None, ot 33
PE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Manuel Barrios
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 8:26:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Manuel Barrios
San Pablo 130
None, ot 33
PE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Manuel Barrios
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 8:26:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Manuel Barrios
San Pablo 130
None, ot 33
PE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maria Fornataro
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 7:35:55 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Maria Fornataro
851 Richmond Road
Ottawa, ON K2A 3X2
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jill B.
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 7:24:06 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jill B.
828 Bay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Toth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 7:00:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Toth
19842 Holly Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91350
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Otmar Neuhoefer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:39:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Otmar Neuhoefer
Goethestr. 45
Riegelsberg, ot 66292
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathleen Herrera
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:24:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Herrera
P.O. Box 140924
Edgewater, CO 80214
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisa Elsa Harmath
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 4:42:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisa Elsa Harmath
Huergo 471
Tigre, ot 1611
AR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Conniewd Wedding
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 4:27:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Conniewd Wedding
2127 wrights landing rd.
Owensboro, KY 42303
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dat Tran
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 4:02:30 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dat Tran
124 Academy Ln.
Upper Darby, PA 19082
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julian Yerena Jr
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 3:37:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Julian Yerena Jr
13571 E Third St
Parlier, CA 93648
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Asphodel Denning
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 3:35:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Asphodel Denning
3811 S 154th Ln
Tukwila, WA 98188
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yashoda Jorda
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:50:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yashoda Jorda
7921 Clinton St, apt. 4, Los Angeles, CA
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gary vardon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:37:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gary vardon
4216 s Bannock drive
wvc, UT 84120
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:34:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Gibson
3838 Reed St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Fox
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:13:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Fox
4824 Shirley Rd
Gainesville, GA 30506
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DANIEL FIGUEROA
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:12:04 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
DANIEL FIGUEROA
1310 S PIMA UNIT 10
MESA, AZ 85210
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Monika Huber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:48:40 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Monika Huber
Springergasse 6
Vienna, ot A-1020
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl Fergeson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:44:03 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Fergeson
2956 W. 3500 N.
Ogden, UT 84404
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Houser
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:42:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brian Houser
6841 Cedar Brook Glen
New Albany, OH 43054
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gladys Giraldo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:40:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Gladys Giraldo
900 SCENIC HWY APT 71
PENSACOLA, FL 32503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Salazar
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:31:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Lisa Salazar
P.O. Box 5795, 17777 Rose Avenue
Shasta Lake, CA 96089
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marianne Verhagen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:24:44 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Marianne Verhagen
12030 NW 15th Ct
Pembroke Pines, FL 33026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Edgar Cabral
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:15:37 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Edgar Cabral
P.O.Box191721
Miami Beach, FL 33119
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

charmaine breitengross
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:04:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
charmaine breitengross
2241 ben lomond drive
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruth Lombard
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 12:53:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruth Lombard
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jennifer Rulon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Thursday, October 22, 2015 12:04:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Rulon
2227 Woodrow Dr
Knoxville, TN 37918
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kimberly Wiley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 11:13:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Wiley
72 Chimney Hill Rd
Rochester, NY 14612
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Abbey Sokol
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 10:08:26 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Abbey Sokol
3381 13th ave sw
Naples, FL 34117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kimberly Wiley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 8:41:22 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kimberly Wiley
72 Chimney Hill Rd
Rochester, NY 14612
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karen scotese
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 8:25:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
karen scotese
136 Dodge
Evanston, IL 60202
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

roland d"amour
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 2:21:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
roland d'amour
richmond rd
ottawa, ON k2h6t7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adrian Wagner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 11:48:31 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Adrian Wagner
1 Columbus Place
NY, NY 10019
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Doris Warnstedt
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 11:21:48 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Doris Warnstedt
Ringstr. 25a
Cologne, ot 50996
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Theresa Helander
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 10:46:42 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Theresa Helander
Karlavagnsgatan 10
None, ot 72468
SE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Victoria Borin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 9:55:41 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Victoria Borin
11411 Austin Rd
Brooklyn, MI 49230
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kelvin Limbrick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 7:28:17 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kelvin Limbrick
821 elm ave
Geneva, IL 60134
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anne-Katrin John
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 6:33:03 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Anne-Katrin John
Waldemarstraße 51
Rostock, ot 18057
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vanessa Roden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 3:34:26 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Vanessa Roden
Emerson Lane
Berkeley Heights, NJ 07922
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Roberta Olenick
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 12:23:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Roberta Olenick
3778 West 13th Avenue
British Columbia, BC V6R2S6
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yvonne Buoncora
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 11:57:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Yvonne Buoncora
6157 62 Ave
Middle Village, NY 11379
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sierra Lupoi
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 11:19:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sierra Lupoi
400 Walnut Avenue
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
United States

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eileen Wunderlich
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 6:15:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Eileen Wunderlich
1017 Washington Ave
Houston, TX 77002
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brenda Hammond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 5:55:32 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brenda Hammond
4739 Treybig Loop
TX, TX 78940
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elisabeth Bechmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 4:02:51 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100
AT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sara Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 4:01:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sara Gibson
2100 N Fremont Blvd
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chris ness
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 3:32:01 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
chris ness
tarquin cres
ottawa, ON k2h8j7
CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debora Delgado
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 2:12:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Debora Delgado
4481 Hidden Village Drive
Port Orange, FL 32127
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melanie Marie Marbach
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 2:10:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melanie Marie Marbach
1 rue des artisans
Besancon, ot 25000
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bettina Taiana
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 1:26:14 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Bettina Taiana
Weidliweg
Zwillikon, ot 8909
TW

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianne Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 1:02:28 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianne Miller
1440 Puterbaugh
San Diego, CA 92103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MERCEDES MONTES
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 1:01:24 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
MERCEDES MONTES
1 Leza Drive
Sebring, FL 33870
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PATRICIA FOX
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 12:54:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
PATRICIA FOX
16
None, ot SW6 2JS
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Spotts
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 12:40:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Spotts
255 North 2790 East
Saint George, UT 84790
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charles Alexander
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 12:38:50 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Charles Alexander
Box 4752
Lutherville, MD 21093
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Petermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 6:07:28 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Petermann
1312W 40St
Austin, TX 78756
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olga Shumova
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 4:46:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Olga Shumova
street 22
Sochi, ot 354200
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Antje Struthmann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 3:43:53 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Antje Struthmann
33 Sweetgum Street
Ashmore, KS 4214
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Weigner
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Tuesday, October 20, 2015 1:00:32 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Weigner
6716 46th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Danielle Christensen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 9:56:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Danielle Christensen
1254 Aldrich Way
Faribault, MN 55021
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela Breitwater
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 9:48:49 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Pamela Breitwater
116 1/2 Orchard Street
Portland, OR 95959
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathy Schatzle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 9:02:10 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kathy Schatzle
3125 40th St
Metairie, LA 70001
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Faith Strailey
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 8:11:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Faith Strailey
PO Box 3012
Quincy, CA 95971
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Violetta Rodigari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 8:04:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Violetta Rodigari
Via Giuseppe Toniolo, 10
Lissone, ot 20851
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Louise Sellon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 6:41:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Louise Sellon
1253 Springfield Ave
New Providence, NJ 07974
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Birgitt Böhm
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 6:32:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Birgitt Böhm
Frankenstraße 19
Forchheim, ot 91301
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Val Fernandez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 6:32:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Val Fernandez
arroyo 24
santacatarina, ot 66190
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Else Fergo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 6:27:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Else Fergo
Peter Bangs Vej 148,3. Tv
Frederiksberg, ot 2000
DK

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Wilson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 6:07:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Nancy Wilson
10266 west Rivershore SE
Caledonia, MI 49316
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Hieber
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:59:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Richard Hieber
Steinerstr. 3
Memmingen, ot 87700
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Neil Angelo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:55:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Neil Angelo
1217 Universal Road
Pennsylvania, PA 15235
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda stat
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:41:07 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
linda stat
731 norway road
CHADDS FORD, PA 19317
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ruhee Baltz
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:39:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Ruhee Baltz
Morden
London, ot 00000
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura ORiorden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:29:17 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura ORiorden
4931 Bayshore Road
FLORIDA, FL 34234
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Blair
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 4:05:25 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
John Blair
73 Reefton Drive McMahons Creek
Melbourne, ot 3799
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

steven pezzeca
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 2:43:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
steven pezzeca
3228 s chaucer st
PA, PA 19145
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Naomi Hood
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 1:42:36 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Naomi Hood
212 Range Rd
Alabama, AL 36475
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LeeAnn Bennett
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 1:25:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LeeAnn Bennett
421 Rock Fence Place
Lawrence, KS 66049
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aubrey Wullfsohn
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 12:56:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Aubrey Wullfsohn
q9 Warwick Place
Leamington spa, ot 32527
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dianne Miller
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 10:35:43 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Dianne Miller
1440 Puterbaugh
San Diego, CA 92103
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Unai Fuente Gómez
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 7:21:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Unai Fuente Gómez
Paseo Alparrache, 18
Navalcarnero, ot 28600
ES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

corinne jordan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:40:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
corinne jordan
2 bridal hill
warrenpoint, ot bt343ja
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hal Trufan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:01:55 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hal Trufan
6808 Old Forge Dr
NC, NC 28226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hal Trufan
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 4:10:44 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Hal Trufan
6808 Old Forge Dr
NC, NC 28226
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Rochester
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Monday, October 19, 2015 2:31:24 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Rochester
Barholm road
Sheffield, ot S10 5RR
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Lustgarden
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 11:45:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steve Lustgarden
28 Hanover court
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Tufo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 9:12:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Laura Tufo
135 City Road
Adelaide, ot 5085
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Barker
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 8:06:27 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Please reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally
destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems.
USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future,
such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Barker
25325 Peach Orchard Ln
Aldie, VA 20105
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret S. Maurin
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 7:33:12 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret S. Maurin
14 Westview Road
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cathetine Gould
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 5:01:19 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Cathetine Gould
971 larmier
Oak view, CA 93022
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shirley Bayless
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 4:55:35 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Shirley Bayless
1102 Rollins Ave
NC, NC 28345
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sabrina Fiodorow
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 4:50:45 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Sabrina Fiodorow
Elberfelder Street 18
Connecticut, CT 06037
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Constantina Economou
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 4:42:54 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Constantina Economou
10 Panoramic Way
Berkeley, CA 94704
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Federman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 4:23:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste will not make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Steven Federman
4029 W. Bancroft St. Apt D
Oyttawa Hills, OH 43606
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jorge Barba
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 4:04:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Jorge Barba
1580 shadowridge dr
San diego, CA 92081
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joe Ginsburg
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 1:34:48 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joe Ginsburg
12210 Densmore Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98133
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Delite Hawk
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 1:19:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Delite Hawk
1963 Meadow Lane
Wyomissing, PA 19610
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kevin Drees
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 12:25:08 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Kevin Drees
86 Hayes Rd
Madbury, NH 03823
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jon brock
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 11:45:19 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
jon brock
3181 lockmoor
dallas, TX 75220
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan How
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 9:12:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Joan How
Westmorland Avenue
Luton, ot LU3 2PU
GB

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janet Petermann
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 7:11:54 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Janet Petermann
1312W 40St
Austin, TX 78756
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rhonda Kazmierski
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 3:09:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Rhonda Kazmierski
7244 Hwy. 225 N.
GA, GA 30705
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Mayo
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 1:38:33 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications.
The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts on the area's 21 federally protected
species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered
Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service was never
done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Michael Mayo
143 Shotwell Park
Syracuse, NY 13206
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melody Mericle
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 1:23:12 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Melody Mericle
14548 Killion Street
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geraldine Card
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Sunday, October 18, 2015 12:05:10 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Geraldine Card
237 N D St
Exeter, CA 93221
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Molly Hauck
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 11:37:16 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Molly Hauck
4004 Dresden St.
MD, MD 20895
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christopher Pond
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 10:16:31 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Christopher Pond
23098 N Umpqua Hwy
Idleyld Park, OR 97447
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Fishgold
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 10:09:38 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
James Fishgold
2446 E Pierson St.
Phoenix, AZ 85016
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angie Bahris
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 7:22:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Angie Bahris
1904 6th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Jane Gibson
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 3:47:52 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Jane Gibson
13813 65th Ave W #8
Edmonds, WA 98026
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paulette Zimmerman
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 3:17:15 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Paulette Zimmerman
5254A Oleatha
St. Louis, MO 63139
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Irina Startseva
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 2:54:39 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Irina Startseva
Turgenev, 27
Perm, ot 614017
RU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Miriam Amari
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 2:14:41 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Miriam Amari
213 Upper Byrdcliffe Road
NY, NY 12498
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brett Dennison
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 1:30:29 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Brett Dennison
12622 Haster st.
Garden grove, CA 92840
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tina Doolen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 1:14:00 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tina Doolen
8100 Sharon Rd
IN, IN 47630
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beate Voßen
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 11:10:35 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Beate Voßen
Buchholzer Weg
Remscheid, DE 42897
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara Sbrolli
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 8:00:08 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Barbara Sbrolli
Via Lombardia, 30
Cassano Magnago, ot 21012
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judit Spaeth
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 7:48:21 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Judit Spaeth
Albtalstr.
Karlsbad, ot 76307
DE

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Miiru Len
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 7:24:29 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Miiru Len
Schalin
Turku, ot 20100
FI

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Keating
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 7:23:18 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Tim Keating
PO Box 298
New York, NY 10008
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

T. Gadouas
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 6:53:06 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
T. Gadouas
61 Colvintown Road
Coventry, RI 02816
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Luca Garzon
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 6:49:14 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Luca Garzon
Via Lombardia, 30
Cassano Magnago, ot 21012
IT

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mercedes Benet
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 3:09:39 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mercedes Benet
2440 La Costa Ave.
Carlsbad, CA 92009
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Cartwright
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Saturday, October 17, 2015 2:19:46 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Linda Cartwright
10927 oak creek dr
lakeside, CA 92040
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alissa Ray
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 10:35:33 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Alissa Ray
77 1/2 Brevard Road
Asheville, NC 28806
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Keene
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 9:09:46 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Veronica Cox
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 8:13:47 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Veronica Cox
5893 Quarry Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

blake bentley
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 7:41:53 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
blake bentley
262 laburnum ave
roanoke, VA 24015
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Hills
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 7:18:05 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Mary Hills
1941 Larkspur Dr
Fort Collins, CO 80521
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

d Provance
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 6:07:42 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
d Provance
2624 Sweetgum dr
apex, NC 27539
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M Vlah
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 6:04:57 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
M Vlah
166 Collins Road
Ellwood City, PA 16117
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LB
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 5:24:20 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
Both as a biologist and as a family member concerned about the future, I am writing to urge you to reject federal
funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto Rico. The U.S. Department of
Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting environmentally destructive projects
when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's waste-disposal problems. USDA should instead
encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for a healthier future, such as increased
recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
LB
Bundara St
M, ot 3068
AU

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Audrey Arbogast
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 4:51:23 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
Audrey Arbogast
14 rue Jean Racine
Hoenheim, ot 67800
FR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

GABRIELA VARGAS
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 16, 2015 4:47:56 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
GABRIELA VARGAS
arriates 1
Choose a State, IL 62300
MX

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

SILVIA REYES
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Friday, October 30, 2015 7:55:02 AM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of dropoff trucks and
proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their impacts
on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and hawksbill
sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human wellbeing in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Sincerely,
SILVIA REYES
ALTAMIRANO 3042
SAN SALVADOR DE JUJUY, AR 46000
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Buerger
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Please Deny Energy Answers" Waste Incinerator
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 11:05:13 PM

Dear Lauren McGee Rayburn,
I am writing to urge you to reject federal funding for Energy Answers' proposed waste incinerator in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Utilities Service should not set a precedent of supporting
environmentally destructive projects when there are cleaner and greener ways to deal with Puerto Rico's wastedisposal problems. USDA should instead encourage projects that provide more jobs and put Puerto Rico on track for
a healthier future, such as increased recycling and composting services for residents and businesses.
The new incinerator would draw more than 2 million gallons of water each day from the Caño Tiburones nature
reserve, Puerto Rico's largest wetland, and return the water as polluted discharge and steam containing dangerous
chemicals such as dioxins, furans and mercury. The environmental review failed to examine the precise locations of
this discharge as well as the harms from air-pollution fallout on Caño Tiburones. Nearby wildlife will also be
harmed by the plant's blow-away trash, 24/7 operations, 400 daily tons of toxic ash, thousands of drop-off trucks
and proposed floodplain modifications. The environmental assessment did not address these problems or their
impacts on the area's 21 federally protected species, including the Puerto Rican parrot, leatherback sea turtle and
hawksbill sea turtle. A formal Endangered Species Act consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
National Marine Fisheries Service was never done.
In short, burning city waste won't make the area's problems disappear. The incinerator would cause significant
environmental harms and threaten human well-being in an area already violating the Clean Air Act's standards.
USDA should support sustainable solutions, require the consideration of non-incineration alternatives, and not
spend taxpayer dollars on this polluting, for-profit venture.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Michelle Buerger
8510 Greenway Blvd #201
Middleton, WI 53562
US

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Munnelyn, Cheryl - RD, Washington, DC
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
RE: New Supervisor, Post-Loan Servicing Operations Branch, OPMRA
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:02:50 PM

Thanks Lauren. Maybe so J

Cheryl H. Munnelyn
Office of Policy, Outreach and Standards
From: McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 10:01 AM
To: Munnelyn, Cheryl - RD, Washington, DC
Subject: RE: New Supervisor, Post-Loan Servicing Operations Branch, OPMRA

Congrats Cheryl! Hopefully the promotion means that you spend less time on RD Apply ;)
Lauren.
From: Vu, Victor - RD, Washington, DC
Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 9:57 AM
To: RD-RUS-Electric-OAA; RD-RUS-Electric-OPMRA; RD-RUS-Electric-OPOS; RD-RUS-Electric-OLOA-HQ;
RD-RUS-Electric-OLOA-Field
Cc: Rankin, Dennis - RD, Washington, DC; McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC; Kubena,
Kellie - RD, Washington, DC; Cusick, Lauren - RD, Washington, DC; Brooks, Michele - RD, Washington,
DC; Dickson, Thomas - RD, Washington, DC; Murray, James - RD, Washington, DC; Alger, Diana - RD,
Washington, DC; Belcher, Gail - RD, Washington, DC
Subject: New Supervisor, Post-Loan Servicing Operations Branch, OPMRA

To All,
It is my pleasure to announce Ms. Cheryl Munnelyn as the new supervisor of the
Post-Loan Servicing Financial Operations Branch in the Office of Portfolio
Management and Risk Assessment, to be effective November 15, 2015.
Cheryl began her career with the Rural Utilities Service in the Power Supply Division
as a Senior Loan Specialist in September 2004, where she worked with many of our
G&T and power supply borrowers across the country. Cheryl was an original
member of the Bridge Building Team that provided many Cultural Transformation
activities for the Electric Program. She also served as Team Leader as well as
completed several rotations as Acting Financial Operations Branch Chief. In October
2014, as a part of the Electric Program reorganization, Cheryl was assigned to the
Office of Policy, Outreach and Standards as a Loan Specialist, and also served as
Acting Policy and Outreach Branch Chief for several months.
Cheryl has over 20 years of financial and customer service experience. She
previously held positions as both Senior Mortgage Underwriter and Mortgage
Consultant for the Pentagon Federal Credit Union, a not-for-profit financial institution.
Cheryl holds a Bachelor of Science Degree from the University of Maryland as well as

multiple Certifications from Mortgage Bankers of America. She currently resides in
Upper Marlboro, MD, with her husband Les of 28 years and their daughter Ashley,
who some may remember was a Summer Intern with RUS and USDA for a number
of years.
Please join me in congratulating Cheryl and wishing her all the best in her new
position.
Victor T. Vu | Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Portfolio Management and Risk Assessment
Rural Development | Rural Utilities Service | Electric Program
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave., S.W., Room 0270-S | Washington, DC 20250-1568
Tel: 202-720-6436 | Cell: 202-365-7708 | Fax: 202-720-1401
www.rurdev.usda.gov/UEP_HomePage.html
"Committed to the future of rural communities"
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message and all attachments are for the sole use of the intended
recipient and may contain confidential and privilege information that must be protected from public disclosure. If
you are not the intended recipient, any use, disclosure, copying or distribution of the information in or attached to
this e-mail message is strictly prohibited. Please notify the sender and destroy all copies of the e-mail message.
Thank you.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Monday, October 26, 2015 10:55:53 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Niko Marina
P. O. Box 2610
Arecibo, PR 00613nimari64@hotmail.com
(787) 616-3970

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Monday, October 26, 2015 10:23:48 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Axel Soto Rivera
2786 La Salle
Ponce, PR 00728wulamoc@lycos.com
(787) 214-5546

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Monday, October 26, 2015 6:52:22 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Torres de Jesús
770 Calle Los Menchaca Barrio Viví Abajo
Utuado, PR 00641qelizabeth9@rocketmail.com
(787) 894-8122

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Sunday, October 25, 2015 1:30:43 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ana M. Serrano-Reyes
HC-03 Buzón 8010
Moca, PR 00676analibre@gmail.com
(787) 221-9654

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Sunday, October 25, 2015 8:30:29 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Hector Reillo
500 pruna st
San juan, PR 00923hector_reillo@yahoo.com
(787) 616-0572

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Sunday, October 25, 2015 7:24:00 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jermary Lastra
Urb Metrópolis calle 8 g40
Carolina, PR 00987jermary13@yahoo.com
(787) 646-1227

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Saturday, October 24, 2015 8:52:58 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
iris Santana
arkansas 319
San Juan, PR 00926rochis1914@yahoo.com
(787) 529-6462

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:47:31 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Aida Bird
Villa Nevarez Calle 1 1086
San Juan, PR 00927aidabird6@gmail.com
7874498344

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:45:20 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Astrid Maldonado
po box 709
Manati, PR 00674astrid197@gmail.com
(787) 854-1517

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Friday, October 23, 2015 8:48:38 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Loraine Turner
calle 3, G-2 Montebello Estates
trujillo alto, PR 00976lturner1234@yahoo.com
(787) 760-2406

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Friday, October 23, 2015 8:20:23 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Hector Reillo
500 pruna st
San juan, PR 00923hector_reillo@yahoo.com
(787) 616-0572

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Friday, October 23, 2015 2:23:19 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Magali Carrasquillo
Taft #165 Apt. 3-A
San Juan, PR 00911magalicarrasquillo@gmail.com
(787) 462-4850

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Friday, October 23, 2015 10:53:51 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Priscilia De Jesús
P.O.Box 19684
San Juan, PR 00910zafiro111620010@gmail.com
(787) 082-3062

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:37:25 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose Fonseca
PO BOX 6421
Caguas, PR 00726iofonz@hotmail.com
N/A

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:32:39 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Stephany Resto
paseo A #42 alturas de bayamon
Bayamón, PR 00956sresto28@hotmail.es
(787) 530-1872

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Thursday, October 22, 2015 1:36:07 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Reynaldo Rosado
400 Juan Calaf Suite 381
San Juan, PR 00918reynaldo.rosado@gmail.com
7876330888

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 5:01:35 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Grace Velez Crespo
Hc 05 box 58656
Hatillo, PR 00659bb_grace_28@hotmail.com
(787) 517-6970

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Wednesday, October 21, 2015 9:11:46 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ingrid Vila
116 San Pablo
San Juan, PR 00926cambiopuertorico@gmail.com
(787) 946-8043

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Rechaza la quema tÃ³xica de residuos
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 4:34:41 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Los incineradores de residuos son notoriamente contaminantes; a través de emisiones de aire y la producción de
cenizas residuales los incineradores propagan mercurio, plomo, dioxinas, cadmio, gases ácidos, dióxido de carbono,
partículas de materias y otras emisiones perjudiciales.
El área de Arecibo ya sufre de la contaminación de una planta de recuperación de plomo de baterías y la masiva
incineradores solo aportaría a los problemas de salud de estas comunidades. Existen soluciones de basura cero para
el manejo de residuos en Puerto Rico, pero la incineración no es una de ellas.
En adición, Puerto Rico está en el momento sufriendo de una sequía extrema y el requerimiento de dos millones de
galones diarios de agua para el mantenimiento de la incineradora sería agregar estresores en el recurso agua de la
isla.
El "Rural Utility Service Agency" no debe financiar estas facilidades contaminantes. Rechacen el "Environmental
Impact Statement" para la solicitud del préstamo de la incineradora de "Energy Answers" en Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
vanda stgo fournier
calle 13
bayamon, PR 00958vandaf@rocketmail.com
(000) 000-0000

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 7:14:43 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Kolya Braun-Greiner
7603 Central Ave.
Takoma Park, MD 20912kolyabg@gmail.com
3019200226

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 2:42:54 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
NK Acevedo
48 Granger St #2
Boston, MA 02122brookelynn1971@yahoo.com
6175447079

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 10:42:00 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
martha Kelly
74 Lenox St. 2nd Floor
Hartford, CT 06112martha_s_kelly@yahoo.com
8609209214

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 10:41:54 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
martha Kelly
74 Lenox St. 2nd Floor
Hartford, CT 06112martha_s_kelly@yahoo.com
8609209214

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 10:41:51 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
martha Kelly
74 Lenox St. 2nd Floor
Hartford, CT 06112martha_s_kelly@yahoo.com
8609209214

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 1:28:15 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Connie Hicks
4474 S Jefferson Ave
Springfield, MO 65810send2connie@gmail.com
111-111-1111

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 8:24:52 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Beatriz Medina
Pafos 1771
San Juan, Puerto Rico, FL 00926beatriz@lienzospr.org
(787) 505-5116

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Monday, October 26, 2015 10:48:55 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Edith Jimenez
P.O.Box 1376
Aguas Buenas, PR 00703edithliliana8@yahoo.com
7877329081

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Monday, October 26, 2015 1:05:38 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Rafaela González
1712 calle Ural
San Juan, PR 00926glez.rafaela@gmail.com
(787) 763-5034

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Sunday, October 25, 2015 5:25:09 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Brian Fink
1806 Green St
Philadelphia, PA 19130bfink@prodigy.net
(216) 321-1609

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 24, 2015 8:20:42 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Canaria Canaria
2145 MERGHO IMPASSE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110tuinfinito@yahoo.com
(310) 254-5060

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:39:44 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Mary Anne Hopgood
PO Box 1095
Aguas Buenas, PR 00703maryanne@grafdesign.com
78723370565

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 24, 2015 2:57:20 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Mariemma Rosa
1746 Calle Virgo
San Juan, PR 00926cuchomarie@gmail.com
(787) 317-4348

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:28:27 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Rhode Lee Ramos Peterson
Calle Orquideas F9 Urb.Jardines de Dorado
Dorado, PR 00646rhodelee23@gmail.com
(787) 614-5342

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 2:28:09 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Julio Lugo
HC-8 Box 82250
San Sebastián, PR 00685j_lugo@hotmail.com
7874553587

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:04:36 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose Roman
box2008
Arecibo, PR 00614jroman1951@gmail.com
(787) 879-3233

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:04:30 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose Roman
box2008
Arecibo, PR 00614jroman1951@gmail.com
(787) 879-3233

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 1:04:29 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Jose Roman
box2008
Arecibo, PR 00614jroman1951@gmail.com
(787) 879-3233

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 12:20:54 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Pedro Collazo Maymi
760 cisne st. Monte Bello Urb Los Montes
Dorado, PR 00646petercollazo@gmail.com
(787) 276-4009

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 10:44:31 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Norma Mercado
PO. Boxeo 22530
San Juan, PR 00931irisambrosiani@yahoo.com
(787) 371-3769

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 10:44:30 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Norma Mercado
PO. Boxeo 22530
San Juan, PR 00931irisambrosiani@yahoo.com
(787) 371-3769

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 10:44:29 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Norma Mercado
PO. Boxeo 22530
San Juan, PR 00931irisambrosiani@yahoo.com
(787) 371-3769

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 10:28:37 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Carmen Maldonado
Po Box 0117
TB, PR 00952cmaldonado@pupr.edu
(787) 484-4473

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 9:13:36 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Gerardo E. Vicéns
PO Box 9190
Humacao, PR 00792toc.humacao@gmail.com
(787) 556-3954

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 8:45:49 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Silvete Mayorquin
po box 1482
san german, PR 00683smayorqueen@gmail.com
(787) 478-5183

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:27:43 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Alice Maldonado
PO Box 79516
Carolina, PR 00984alicemy@gmail.com
(787) 458-1594

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 7:14:52 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Laura Pérez
191 Cesar Gonzalez
San Juan, - 00918lprz12@gmail.com
7873680283

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Friday, October 23, 2015 6:27:48 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Sheila Torres
100 carr 845 apt 2201
San Juan, PR 00936sheilaivel@gmail.com
(787) 379-8967

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 11:00:58 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Angel Lugo
Americo Salas 1400 apt 302
SanJuan, PR 00909angeluve69@yahoo.com
(787) 596-6938

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 9:07:22 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Ana Soto
Venus Gds Oeste, C/C BE4
San Juan, PR 00926analaurasd@hotmail.com
(787) 000-0000

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 8:59:41 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Felix Lopez
PO Box 1358
Hormigueros, PR 00660lopez.felix@gmail.com
9397171521

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 8:55:50 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
marisa diaz-morales
413 duro apt 3-b
san juan, PR 00920marisadm@gmail.com
(787) 399-5546

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 7:19:26 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
MILAGROS CONDE
Weser 158 Rio Piedras Heights
San Juan, PR 00926piwi569@hotmail.com
(787) 763-2986

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:55:37 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Andrea Conde Robles
Calle 78 Blq 113 #32 Villa Carolina
Carolina, PR 00985andreac.conde@gmail.com
(939) 630-4538

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:43:16 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Yamilka Rolón
Po Box 2053
Caguas, PR 00726rolony@yahoo.com
(787) 306-9851

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:42:35 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Melissa Hickey
P. O. Box 141
Aibonito, PR 00705melhickey@gmail.com
(787) 374-6802

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:28:53 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Rodolfo Andreu-Velez
PO Box 79361
Carolina, PR 00984rudolf004@gmail.com
7872098366

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Monday, October 19, 2015 5:46:11 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Carlos J Rodríguez-Sierra
329 calle 26, Villa Nevarez
San Juan, PR 00927cjrs472@gmail.com
(787) 315-9545

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Sunday, October 18, 2015 12:00:42 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Neil Bleifeld
405 W 48th StApt 5FE
New York, NY 10036procrastus@gmail.com
(212) 555-1212

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Sunday, October 18, 2015 10:10:08 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Terry Eaton
10824 NE 172nd Ave
Brush Prairie, WA 98606john.and.terry@gmail.com
(360) 896-4929

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Sunday, October 18, 2015 12:12:39 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Neil Bleifeld
405 W 48th StApt 5FE
New York, NY 10036procrastus@gmail.com
(212) 555-1212

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 17, 2015 9:30:40 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Lizzette Velez Quinones
PO Box 10933
San Juan, PR 00922lizvel09@gmail.com
(787) 671-7093

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Saturday, October 17, 2015 7:44:55 PM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
liz velez
po box 10933
san juan, PR 00922lizvel09@gmail.com
(787) 671-7093

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KnowWho Auto Mailer
McGee Rayburn, Lauren - RD, Barnardsville, NC
Reject the Arecibo waste incinerator EIS for loan application
Thursday, October 29, 2015 12:20:46 AM

Dear Ms. Lauren McGee-Rayburn,
Waste incinerators are notoriously dirty; through their air and ash pollution, waste incinerators spread mercury, lead,
dioxins, arsenic, cadmium, acid gas, carbon dioxide, particulate matter, and many other harmful emissions.
The area around Arecibo is already suffering as a result of high lead levels from existing manufacturing and waste
(battery) recycling facilities, and the addition of a massive solid waste incinerator would only add to the burden of
these communities. There are better ways for Puerto Rico to address its solid waste issues, but incineration is not
one of them.
In addition, Puerto Rico is currently suffering a severe and sustained drought and the required two million gallons of
water needed daily to operate this facility would only further stress the island's water resources.
The Rural Utility Services Agency should not be in the business of financing these polluting facilities. Please reject
Energy Answers' Environmental Impact Statement for a loan application for the proposed waste incinerator in
Arecibo, Puerto Rico.
Sincerely,
Molly Hauck
4004 Dresden St.
Kensington, MD 20895mollyphauck@gmail.com
(301) 949-0178

