
The Honorable Don Evans

Secretar:-.
l'.S. ~partrnent ofCommerce

14th & Constitution Ave. N\\.

\\.ashington. DC :0130 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary E vans

As you kno~., the New ...'ork Department of State announced on ~lay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the \lillenniu.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, 1 understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of Slate's decision to you. I am ~Titing in suppon of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State' s determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra~. Bay.

I fumly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en'tiromnentaJ policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking "-ater. First and foremost, 1 am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la}ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ouJd be

impaired, ham1ing local economic development efforts in Haverstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and V..estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally irnpact~ and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJd run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to N~C, cut do~"D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriaicliffM~icr school

ehildren.
V"1Ule some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely, /
N A M E + ()lit;( STREET dL '1(

crrv H..ett4'~ i~ } IJ~,
STArozIP -/0510 "

Make bl8nk ex1n copies IS needed. SaId comp1eted ~ PARENTS AGAINST n{E PIPELINE, PO Box 2SII, Briarcliff
Manor,NY IOSIO. This is an ongoing eR'Oft until d1ere Is I Nling in OlD' favor. Bring the Idler to WOIt!



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretar:"
l'.S. ~partrnent ofComrnerce
14th & Constitution Ave. N v..

\\ 'ashington. DC :0130 June 3. 1002

Dear Secretary EVal1S:

As :-'OU kno\J,". the New )'ork Department of State announced on \fay 9th, that the

proposed route for the \fillenniu.'TI Pipeline is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the ,"e\\' York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Trdnstnission Corp.

has appealed the D-:partment of State's decision to you, I am ,,"riting in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjyer at Haverstra,," Bay.

I flnnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision was based OD sound

en..ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the eDvironrnental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking \a..ater" First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary", Have~traw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for the la}ing ofa pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ou1d be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\.erstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\"estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources" The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking water to NYC, cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs ~rilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children,
\\'hile some of the above is not gem1ane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely.
NAME ::~"" ~'fJ: ~o ~/t,;f')

STREET 1'19 W~~ R..J~

crrY A~t~~ r-~~/'
STArozIP NY f lcS"IV

Make bt8l1k extn. copies a needed. SaId comp~ W PARENTS AGAINST nffi P(PEUNE, PO &x 2Stl. Bri&Kliff
Manor,NY tO~IO. This is an ongoing cn'ort until ~ is I ruling in our favor. Bring the ICUCI' 10 wort!



The Hon(lr3ble Don Evans

Se~ re tar:-'

l',S. Department of Commerce

14Lh & Constirution Ave. N\\'

\\'ashington. DC :0130 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you kno~.. the Ne". York Department of State announced on ~{ay 9th, that the

proposed route for the \fillenniu.rn Pi~line is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the 'e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra\\. Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the ~e". York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en~ironmenta1 policy and good science, I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ".ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River ".ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protect~ not

disrupted for the la}ing of a pipeline, Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired. harming local ecoDomic development efforts in Haverstra"' and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ".ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJJ run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ".ater to NYC. cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the "'ater that 9 million people d~ and additionally. runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
\1;11ile some of the abo,.e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the Deed for your support of the New York Department of State's deci sioD.

I thank you for your anent ion to my request.

Sincerel
: Mt:t M-~ ~"'~,.s \f~. ~

NAME ~

~ ~~L ~~'f:STREET !;-'

crrv N~ "'

STArozIP N ~ -t o S-7'O
Make bId ~ copies a needed. Scad comp~ W PARENTS AGAINST niE PIPELINE. PO Box 2Sl1 e~li6'Manor .MY 1 OS' 0. This is an ongoing e8'Oft until ~ is I Nling in Ola ray«. ering the lCUa' to wcwt! .



The Honorable Don Evans

Se~retal)'
l',S. Department of Comrnerce
14th & Constitution Ave. N \I,'

\I,.ashingtQn. DC :0230 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary E vans:

As you kno~., the New York Department of State announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

proposed route for the ~1illenruu.rn Pi~line is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program. i understand ljlai tlie ColWTlbiaGas Tra.isi11i;;siori Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State.s decision to you. I am ""riting in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I ftnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~'as based on sound

en"ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be

impaired. harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detriinentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical water resources. The

proposed pipeiine route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking \\'ater to NYC, cut do"'D I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, r\U1S perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's eiectricity and 1900 Briaiclifff,,':arior school

children.
\\.1\ile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerell ~[11 9 , ;!;:~ R ~S()./. C I " "RNAME -1-.: I I O I oSOJ

STREET 2Z(Q N. ,-~-k R.d

C11Y Er i0..rc. \i f-f -

STArozlP N y- I O $'" ( O

MIke blank extra copies u needed. Sad comp1c1cd ..., PARENTS AGAINST 11iE P(PEUNE, PO Box 2SII. B~li8'
Manor .NY 10S 10, This is an ongoin& e!ort until dIerc is I Nlin& in our favor. Bring the ldIeI' to wort!



The HonCIrable Don Evans

Se~retar:-.
l!.S. ~partrnent of Commerce

l~th & Constirution Ave. N \1,.

\1,'.1Shingtor\. DC :O1jO June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the Ne,," York Department of State announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

proposl!d route tor the \fillennju.'T'I Pi~line is incon~ist~nt \\ith the policies of the ,"e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D-:partment of State's decision to you. I am "Titing in suppon of the d~cision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I flnnty believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based On sound

en..ironmental policy and good science, I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking "ater, First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estUary, Haverstraw Bay is one

or the most biologically di verse sections of the ri ver and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts \\'ould be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\"erstraw and Croton-oD-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\"estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking \\"ater to NYC. cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to filter

the \\"ater that 9 million people drink. and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 4(1/0 of NYC's electricity and i 900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\\1\ile some of the abo\"e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

1 thank you for your anention to my request.

,. , Sincerel~,
, NAME ~U~

, " ' STREET, ' ' : ;.Jr .:!s~f!iST ~ ~ pt , -- CITY I

ST A TF/ZIP () s1 0

M.e bla ex1n copies a Qcedcd. SCDd complcted W ARENTS AGAINST D{E P(PEUNE. PO Box 2S18. BriarcliB'
ManOf.NY 10S 10. This is an onloin8 en-ort until d!crc is I nllin& iD Ola ray~. Brin& tbe lCUa'to wOft!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se,retar:-'
l',S" Dcpartment ofComrnerce

14th & Constitution Ave. NV.'

\\"ashington. DC :O2jO June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you kno~., the New York Department of State announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~fillennilL'T1 Pipeline is inconsist(.nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, 1 understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~Titing in support of the decision

and to request that ).ou uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstra~. Bay.

I fum\y believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en\ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~;th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ",-ater. First and foremost,l am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rjver ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~;Idlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for the la)ing ofa pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstra~' and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wou]d run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC. cut do~"D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school-

children.
\1;1\jle some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.
.

Sincerely,

NAME =:- \~ o..J(' ~1"'\ ~ c \AJ0... ~ ; -

STREET '\ q. 0 \ d~ r \ Cj\,[ d ;+-~ U

CITY n -' -\ .rr' I\/\n r t ~ , ~\ 1 ~ ,. \ '"'-V\.~ r

STATflZIP N .y .I Q -s- lo -l \ a <p

Makc btmk cxtra copics a ncedcd. SaId comp1eted W PARENTS AGAJNST ntE PIPE~ PO Box 2SII. Briarcli8"
Manor.NY 10StO. This is an ongoing cn-ort until thete rs .Nling in O\a ravor. Brin& the \cucr to wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretal).
L'.S. Department ofCommerce
t4Lh & Constirution Ave, N\1..
\1. 'ashington. DC :0230 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State announced on ~lay 9th, that the

propos~d rol't~ for the \fillenruu.rn Pipcline is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am "Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at HaverstraVi Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en..ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned \\ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the loca1 environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ~.ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~"ould disrupt fish and other \\ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstra\\. Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts \\"ould be

impaired. harming local economic deyelopment efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical \\.ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do~"D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

tbe ~.ater that 9 million people drink. and additionally, nms perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarclift- Manor school

children.
\1;11ile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely, 1. 1
NAME ~;p + ~ C\r) WM "e(
STREET ~E 1'{""c;b B.Q u

CfTY .B\l'D..('C,llff MAt')a\

STAWZIP N\lloS'1 0 ---~

Make bl- extra copies .needed. SCDd ~mp1ctcd ; pARENTS AGAINST mE PIPELINE. PO Box 251. B~li8'Manor .NY 105 10. This is an ongoing c8'ott until there Is a Nling in our fay«. Bring the letter to wcxt! .



The Hon(lr:lble Don Evans

Se,retar:-.
l'.S. ~partrnent of Commerce

14th & Constitution Ave. N \I,.

\\'ashington. DC :0130 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you kno~., the Ne". York Department of State annoW1ced on ~lay 9th, that the

proposed route for the ~lillenruu.rn Pipeline is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, i understand that the Coiumbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partm~nt of State's d~cision to you. I am ,,-riting in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra\\. Bay.

I flnnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en-vironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking ~.ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

or the most biologically dive~ sections of the river and should be preserved and protect~ not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pi~line. Secondly. the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ouJd be

impaired. harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~.ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl>ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC. cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

t.~e ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYCiS electricity and 19"vO Bri4l-cliff~"fano:, school

children.
\\r'hile some of the above is not germane to your decision process. these impacts

underscore the need for your suppon of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely,

NAME

STREET

crrv
STArozIP ~

Make bId cxtra copies u needed. SeDd ~mp~ ~ PARENTS A~ST nif. P(PEUNE, PO Box 2SII. Briarcli6'
Manor.NY lOSIO. This is an ongoing c8'Of1 untillherc Is a Nling in our rav~. Brlng the Idta'to wort!



rhc Hon(lrJble Don Evans

)e~ rctar:-

~.S. ~partment of Commerce

I..th & Constirution A\e. S\1.-

\\..15hington. DC :0130 June 3. :002

Dear Sec~~. E ~.ans

As ~ou ~Ow, the ~~~ "ork Department of State announced on ~IJ} 9th, that th~

propos~d route tor the \lillcnru~'T1 Pip.:line is inconsist<nt \\ith thc policies of the 'C\\ Yor~

State Coastal ~'anagenlent Program, i unders~id that ~,; Colu.'1-.bia Ga.5 T ia."'.:;r.j5S:0:) C ~'t-"

has ap~al~d th~ D.:panm~nt oi Slate's d~cision to you. I am "ntin~ in suppo" of the de-cision

and to request that you uphold lbe Depanment of State's detennination to block the dredging oi

the Hudson Ri\er at Haverstra". Bay.

I flm11)' belie..e that the ~ew York Department of State's d(cision ~as based OD sound

en~ironmenta1 policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local enviroMlcnt. community development. and the regions

drinking ~ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rivet \-..ould disrupt fish andolbet ~ild1ife in the bay, ~} fish estuary. Have~tra~. Bay is one
, .

or the most biologically dive~sectionsor~ river and should be preserved W protect~ OOl
disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline, Sccoodly;the revitalization oflocaJ ~.atcrfronts ~ouJd be

impaire-d. harming local ecoDomic de\elopmeDteffons in Haverslraw and Croton-oD-Hudson.

Finally, ~cw York City and \\'t.stchcstcr's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt rome at the expense of our criticaJ ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJJ run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 4001. of the

drinking ~ater to NYC, cut do~u 100/. of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to futer

the '4.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionaJly, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400,'1 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

childreo.
\\ nile some of the above is DOt germane to your decision process, these impacts

underxore the need for your support ofthc New York Depar1rnent of State's decision.

I thank you for your a:::I:~/ 1fJ#

, ;. ;, NAME -rplJi/<.~lt:o& .~-

";1"..:':' ,.;:. .',c I' STREET )11 all~.r!~. ~,.'~., .

i ""..".'1 (fTY r ., ~r
;,;~. ::c-.':~ :': STATtIZIP ),' ,. , [~S(". ~;: : ' , .:,1

Makcbl-CX1n.C09les. ~S-' complcfed .P'~ AqA.JNST ntt. PIPEUNEo PO Box 2.s1.. 8~1i!'
MUOr.NY IO.SIO. This is ..on/oin, C!:OC1 until ~ isl ~tm, iD o.ravcw. 8r;a, Cbe IcIIcr 10 ~!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se,re~'
L',S. ~partment ofCornmerce

14th & Constitution Ave. N \1,'

\\ 'ashington. DC :0230 June3. ~OO2

Dear Secretary Evans'

As you knO\lr.. the New "ork Department of State anI1ounced on \fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the \filleMlu.rn Pipeline is inconsistt'nt \\ith the policies of the "e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program. I unde~tand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State.s decision to you, I am ~Titing in suppon of the decision

and to reque5,t that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra~. Bay.

I fLnnty believe that the ~e". York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en~ironmenta1 policy and good science. [ am concerned "ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. community development. and the regions

drinking ~-ater. First and foremost, [ am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
Rjver ""ould ,\isrupt fish and other v.ildlife in the bay. .As a fish estuary", H?ver$tra,,". Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for Ihe la)ing of a pipeline. SecoDdly, the revitalizalion of local waterfronts ""ould be

impaired, hanning local ecoDomic developmeDt efforts in Ha\"erstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical "ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ""ater to NYCt cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ""ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
Vt1lile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, thrse impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decisioD.

I thank you for your anention to my req,uest

Sincerely. ,

NAME -Z't (JYla ~b I r)

STREET ~ ~ eL r fr .e.L, lM(,(..

crry ~~~t1rcJ.,:Cf: Ha.~~

ST A Tf/ZIP N ew V ;,J.t!/' 1 o m
Make bl81k exU'a copies a nccded. SCDd comp1ded ; PAiOOi -AGAJNST n{E P(PEUNE. ro Box 2.S11. B~li8'
Manor .NY 10.S 10. This is In ongoin& en-ort until tberc rs .Nting iD OlD' ravor .Brin& Ihe \eaa' to work!



The Honorable Don Evans
Sec re tar:-'
l',S. ~partrnent ofrommerce
14th & ronstirution Ave. N \1,'
\\ .ashington. Dr :0130 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary E vans

As you kno~", the New "ork Department of Stale announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~1illennju.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ilh the policies of the '\"e\," York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partm~nt of State's decision to you. I am \\Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra'W" Bay.

I rLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based OD sound

en..ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the eDvironmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ~-ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~;Idlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstrdw Bay is one

of the most biologically dive~ sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. SecoDdly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ou1d be

impaired, harming local ecoDomic development efforts in Ha\'erstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \1,.estchester's drinking ~.ater could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should nOt come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking \\'ater to NyC, cut do"'Q I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\1.,'hile some of the abo\'e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the Deed for your support of the New York DepartrneDt of State's decision.

I thank you for your anent ion to my request

Sincerely,
NAME E rY\ r'l\ ()..r\ Ue.( ~ h r i ~i , 0,. r\o
STREET~ ~~~71~~~~ ~~ C...,h('~ ~ d

C frY f"' \ 0-.. f" c... l i f:: f'

STATFJZlP N y I Oc:;-IO

MIke bl- exb copies a needed. SaId completed ~ PARENTS AGAINST n{E PIPEUNE, PO Box 2511. B~li8:'
Manor.NY 10510. This is In ongoing e8'ort until ~ is. nlling in 0\6 favor. erin& the ICUa' 10 wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretar:-'
l' .S. ~partrnent of Comrnerce
t4th & Constitution Ave. N \1,'

\\'ashington. DC :0:230 June 3.1002

Dear Secretary E vans

As you know, the Ne". ).ork Department of State annoUJ1ced on ~lay 9th, that the

proposed route for the ~lillenruu.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\'. York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the Dr:partment of State's decision to you. I am "Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the Se~. York Department of State.s decision was based on sound

en~ironmenta1 policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community deve1opment, and the regions

drinking "-ater. First and foremost, ( am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River ,,"ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay, As a fish estuaJ)". Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and shou1d be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pipeline, Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~"ou1d be

impaired. harming local economic development efforts in Ha\"erstra~' and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\'estchester's drinking water could be detrimenta11y impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 ye-ar old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ,,"ater to NYC, cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~"ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilous1y close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children,
\l;1\ile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Departrnent of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my re~uest.

Sincerely..~~3~:~~~~t~$1fj" ,

NAME r""""\ $ 1 a Y'\ O

STREET I 3 ~ f()..de. d

CrTY i Cl , , f 10 S- f C>

STATmIP
Make btlDk ex1n copies a needed. SCDd comp1dcd W PARENTS AGAINST nIE PIPELINE. PO Box 2511, 8~li8'
Manor ,NY 105 10. This is In ongoing en-OIt until there is. Nling in Ola favor .Bring the \etIcr 10 wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Secre~.
l'.S. ~panrnent of Commerce

14th & Constirulion Ave. N\J,.

\\'35h.ingtOn. DC ~0:130 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans'

As you know. the New York Department of Stale announced on ~tay 9th. that the

proposed route for the \tillenniu.rn Pipeline is inconsistt'nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal MasIagelJieii, Prugr~ii. 1 wid-=i'StaJid that th~ CGlumbi.1 Gas Ti"atiSITJssioai Cvip.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ""riting in suppon of the d~cision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I rmnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en~ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, cornrnU?ity development, and the regions

drinking ~ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~'ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

or the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~'ould be

impaired. harming local economic development efforts in Ha\'erstra~' and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \1,.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~'ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJJ nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~'ater to NYC, cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~'ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 or NYC's eiectricily '&id 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\\1tile some of the abo\'e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the Deed for your support of the New York Departrnent of State's decision.

thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely.

NAME

SnEEr

CI1Y

STATFJZIP

Make btmk CX1racopies a needed. SCDd comp ~ PARENTS AGAINST nIE P(PEUNE, PO Box 2518. B~li8'
Manor.NY IOStO. This is In ongoing cn-or1 until ~ is I Nling in our ray~. Bring the lcUa' to wort!



The Honorable Don EvMs
I

Sel.'retat\. i

.I
l'.S. ~p.artrnent orcor1'merce

14th &: Constitution A\~. N \I,'

~.3ShingtOn. DC :02301 June 3. 1002

Dear Sec~t.ary Evans:

As you know. t~e New "orl: Depanmtnt of State announced on ~fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the *filleMJu.'T1 »ipeline is inconsist~nt \\ilh the policies of the ~e\\ York

State Coastal Manage~~nt Program. I W1de~tand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appe31ed the D(partment of Stale's d~cision to you. I am "Tiling in supPo" of the decision

and to request that ).ou ~phold the [)epanment of Stale's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at H~verst~\\. Bc;y,

I rLmliy believe !that the ~e~.. York Department of State's decision was based on sound
en'ironrnental policy ~d good sciertce. I am C()ncemed ~;th the envitonmentaJ impact that the
pipeline crossing woul4 have on th< local environment. comrnunjty development, and the regions

drinking ~-ater. Fint ~d foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fi$h and other ~itdtife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstra~' Bay is one

oCthe most biologicaJl~' diverse sections of the river and should be prese~ed and protected. not

disrupted for the la)in8 ora pipeline, SecoDdly, the revitalization of local waterfroDts ~.ouJd be

impaired, harn1ing toc~1 ecODOmjc (levelopment efforu in Haverstraw and Croton.on-Hudson.
Finally. New York Ci~ and \\'estcllester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural g~ should DOt ~me at the expense or our critical ~ater resources, The

proposed pipeline rou:te wou]d NlI 2 ftet from a 90 )!ear old aqueduct suppl)lng 400/0 of the

drinkin& ~.ater to NYd, cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to ruler

the ~.ater that 9 millio~l people drillk, and additionally, Nns periiousl)' close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopar~tzing 400/. (if NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarciiffManor schoolI
children. !

\\r'hile some o(lthe above is DOt germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need f~r yoW' suppon or the New York DeparuneDt of State.s decision.

I thank you fo~ your atttnton to my request.

2SII. B~li~

NAME

STRE ET

CrTY

STA1'fJZIP

Make bl8lk CXU'8 copia .illeedod. ~ ~ ~
MIDor.NY 10'10. This is Ii\ on.oill& el'011 wtil ~ rs .Ntin& ill 016 r.¥Ot. 8~. tbc Id« 10 wG.t!

/)



The Honorable Don Evans

Se.: re tar:-.

l' .S. ~partrnent of Comrnerce

I~Lh & Constirution Ave, NV.'

\\'a.shington. DC :0.:.30 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As ~ou knO"', the New '.ork Depanment of State announcr.d on \fay 9th, that the

proposed route for the \1illenniu.'T1 Pi~)ine is inconsistent \\ith the policies of the 'e\\" York

State Coastal Management Program. 1 understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to ~.ou. 1 am \\nting in suppon of the deci'Sion

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detenn.ination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I fmnly believe that the ~ew York Department of St4te.s decision ~.as based on sound

en\irorunenta1 policy and good science, I am concerned ,,;th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking "ater, First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rjver ".Quid disrupt fish and other ~;ldlife in the bay. As a fish e5tu31)'. Haverstra~. Bay is -one

of the most biologic.aJly djve~ sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. nOt

disrupted for the la>;ng of a pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local watcrfrOD{S would be

impaired. harming local economjc de\"elopmeDt efforts in Ha\"erslraw and Croton-oD-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critic.aJ "ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking water to NYC, cut do"'D 100/0 oftbe trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to filter

the water that 9 million people drink, and additlonaJly, r\1nS ~rilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.

\1;1ljle some of the abo,.e is DOt germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your suppon of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anent ion to my request.
N 1--

Sincerely.

NAME G (,,/'1 H" !-l I. ,.-

STREET J5 W4'J f;tf/1 rt"..J

CITY 6rl..r~I:Ff ~"'..A/ :7 ~

STAWZIP M'1 '. J)5 (~

Make blank cx1n copies IS Deedcd. SaId oompk1ed ~ PARENTS AGAINST rnE P1PEUNE. PO Box 2518, BriaICli8'
Manor,NY 10510. This is an onioin! cn-ort uDtil tbcre is. nJlini in O\D' favor. Brini the Icncr to ~!



The Hon(lrJble Don Evans

Se~retar:-'
l',S, ~parunent of Comrnerce

14th & Constitution Ave, N \1,'

\\.ashington. DC :0:230 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans'

As you kno",., the New York Department of State announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

propo5t:d route for the \-1ille~u.111 Pipeline is inconsi5t~nt \I,ith th~ ~Ii,=ies of.th~ ,"e\l,. York

State Coast.al Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has ap~aled the D~partment of State's d~cision to you. I am "Titing in support of the d~cision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the,dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstraw Bay.

I fmnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision was based OD sound

en"ironmental policy and good science, I am concerned ~;th the eDvironrnental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ".ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~;Idlife in the bay, As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bav is one.
or the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la}ing of a pipeline. SecoDdly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired. harnling local economic development efforts in Haverstra~' and Croton.on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\'estchesters drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~.ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl}ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do"'D I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to fiJter

the \\.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\\r11ile some of the above is not gem1ane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision,

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely, .

.NAME J'0.(\e..t~1"\d e.f'\t.. ra.d~r
, snEET ~- tO1. Ru(\ ~~

.crrv 'B~.,(:).r~\\~.f .~(\o.r 1("1~

STATF/ZIP Ne.w"crklo S"i Q.

Mlkc blll1k cxu. copies a nccded. SCDd ~mplc1ed ..PAR.Bfrs AGAINST D{E PIPEUNE, PO 8ox 251.. BrMJifi"
Manor.NY 10510. This is In ongoinl c~O(t untiJ ~ is I Nlinl in OUI' raVfK. Brin, the Idtct to wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se~re~.
L' oS. ~partment of Commerce

14th & Constirulion Ave. NV.o

\\.ashington. DC :0230June 3. 1002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the Ne",. "ork Department of State announced on May 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~1illeMiu.."n Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program. 1 understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has ap~aled the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's determination to bl~k the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra~. Bay,

I rLnnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en'wironmental policy and good science. 1 am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ~ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Havef$traw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\"erstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \1,'cstchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted., and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The
proposed pipeline route wouJd run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do~'D 10010 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and i900 BriarciiffManor schooi

children.
\\r1\jle some of the abo\"c is not gemlane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely, f.r'A. {) ~nj),,-
NAME ~CU-l ~~c.tl~; I ~-:r:tf:f

STREET 4-()~l1/~n (,J6J.2d2 -l,,~~

:w .~A~~ ~!;?IPEUNE, ; CrTY STA1'fJZIP

Make blank exu. copies a needed. SCIId comp~ ~ p A:OAINST niE PlPEUNE, PO Box 2SII. Briarcliff
Manor.NY IOSIO. This is an ongoing elfOC1 unlillbetC is. Nling in our favor. Bring the lCUa' to wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se re tar:-.

l'.S. ~partrnent ofComrnerce
14th & Constitution Ave. N \1,'

\1,'ashington. DC :0230 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans'

As ~.ou kno~.. the Ne". )'ork Department of State announced on May 9th. that the

propos~d route for the \fillenruu-rn Pi~line is inconsist~nt \\ilh the policies of the ,"e\\. York

StaieCoasta1 Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the Dr:partment of Slate's decision to you. I am "Tiling in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State. s determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I fLm1ly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision Yw"as based oo sound

en\ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~;th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking ~-ater. First and foremost, ( am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~;Idlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Have~tra~. Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired, harming local economic developmeot efforts in Ha\"erstra~. and Croton-oo-Hudson.

Finally. New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl>ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~"ater to NYC. cut do"'D 1 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~"ater that 9 million people drink. and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supplyjeopardiz.ing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
\1;1lile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my req,uest.

Sincerely, ~ n-,r

NAME Ar~ ~~

STREET Il 1-tM..J k,~ ~

Cl1Y \1.r ~\..I. ~ ~

STATfJZIP NV II {)~ --
Make bId extn copies ~ needed. ~ c.)tDp1eted W PARENTS AGAJNST nIE PIPELINE. PO Box 2SI.. B~liB'
Manor.NY tOStO. This is an ongoing c~O(t until ~ is I Nling in o\a favor. BriDgthe IctIcr to ~!



The Honorable Don E vans

S«rew:'
l'.S. ~parm1ent ofCommerce

14th &:. C onstirution Ave, N~.

Washington.. DC :023(l June 3.1002

Dea1' Secretary E vans

As }uuknow, the-- New t ark Department of State. announced ()D- ~1a'i 9th. that the

proposcd route for the ~firtenniu.'l1 Pi~tine is inconsj5t~rTt \\ittrthe-~icies--of the ,"e\\" York

State Co3Sta.l~1anagement Progr-am. I understand that the Columbia Gas T ransmission Corp.

has appealed the-~ment of SLate's..decis.iOD-to;."OU--iam\\Titing..in-support of the decision

and to request that you uphotdthe-Dep&\ffrC;lii(}fState-.sdetenninatiooto-~k the dredging of

~ B~dson Rjver at Haverstraw Bay.

rrLnnty ~lieve;thatthe-;\"ew York DepaFbt1entGfState.s-decision~ based on sound

e:n."ironmental ~licy and good science. r am roncemed ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would ha,veon thelocaJ environme~ oom.mlmity development. and the regions

drinking" "3ter: First and foremo-st. lam concemed-iliat d!ed~ the.2.l~es ()f the H udson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildtifeilTthebaY-. As '4ftsh- estuary~Haversttaw Bay is one.
ofthe-mostbiologjcallydiversesectioDSorthe river and sbou1dbepreserv~and protect~ not

disrupted for thc 1a}ing of 4-~Ll'!e. Ses:ondIy..theTeVitaJization oflocalwa1erfronts would be

impaired. h-arming local economic de't"elopment- e-ffOfts-mHac\"erStfaWand-~roton-on- Hudson.

FinaHy, New York Cityand\\.estchester.sdJiilkins"~coutdbe-detrimeQIaIly impact~ and
any nced fornarural ~shou1dnot come cat theexp.ense ofourcritical water resources. The

propose~ ~route-woWJ run-lfeet froma.9Ocyearo1d aql~'-ICLsuppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinkin&~.ater to NYC,cut d-o~u 100Aof the:uees-inthr;NYC watersbed-tbatis needed to filter

the ~~that9mitlion~pJe drink. andadditi()nally.runspen1Oust.y~~to-the ConEd
eleetricsupPlyjeopa,dizing 4no/.or NYC.s-e~tticity-and 1900 Briarcli:ffManor school

cbiId=.
\\ 'hilesome of the abo\ .e- is- not getmane- 10- your~pr()Cess. these impacts

underscore the need for yaw support of the-New York ~ntQf State's decision.

~ .;.--
--~~

n~/r1

llbank you for y.our ~nliOO to m~n~

~Y9" f{ " , , /)i/if-ll

STREET

crtY

srA1fJZIP-

Make bI8k cxtra CC)p1ts ..1SCedCd; Sce6-;GCDF".c-.o:w-"AaDI1'S.-ACAnIIST9 ~ PIP~:ro Box 251.. BriareJi8'
Maator;NY IGSl~ 1\is- is--- oagoinJ ~uD1il ~is.L~nowfavor:"8IiDi 1bc 1ctra'10 wort!



The HonCIrable Don Evans

5e,retar:-°
L' 05. ~partment of Comrnerce

14th & Constitution Ave. NV.'

\\ .ashington. DC ~0:230 June 3. :.002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you knO\1,., the Ne". "ork Department of State aru1ounced on ~1ay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~1illenniu.'l1 Pipeline is inconsistent \\ilh the policies of the ~e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~nting in support of the decisiorl

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra~. Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en\ironmental policy and good science. 1 am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. cornmunjty development. and the regions

drinking ater. First and foremost, 1 am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rjver would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pipeline. Secondly. the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~.ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJd run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC. cut do"u I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the \l,°ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

chi!dre!J.o
\1.,1\ile some of the above is not germane to your decision process. these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely,
NAME eRI c cilo t(

STREET -z..o ~lG7C*'.1 /JvE:

i CrrY .fJ:/l.I~l?U P.F MMt1~

STArozIP N'f l orlo
Make blmk ex1n copies a nceded. Smd completed ~ PARENTS AGAINST nffi PIPEUNE, PO 8ox 2S II, 8rlaRliB'
Manor .NY 1 OS 10. Thi$ i$ In ongoinl effO(t untillhcre rs .r\lling in 0\11 r.VOf .8rinl tbe ICUa' to WOft!



The Honorable Don Evans

Sel.'retar:.
l'.S. D~partrnent ofCommerce

14Lh & Constirution Ave. N V.'

\\'ashington. DC .;;0:230 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans'

As :ou knO\ the New "ork Department of State annoU1)ced on \fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the \fillenlliu.rn Pip..'line is inconsistent \\;th the policies of the ~e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia OasTransmission Corp.

has appealed the D.:partment of State's decision to you, I am \l,Titing in support of the decision

and to request that ).ou uphold the Depanment of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra\\. Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on soW1d

en~.ironmenta1 policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 mjles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstra~. Bav is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protect"ed. not
disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitaJization of local waterfronts ~.ou1d be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\"erstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking water to NYC, cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC Watershed that is Deeded to filter
the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 400/e of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
V..1\ile some of the aOO\"e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of StSte's decision.

I thank you for your anent ion to my request.

c'



The Honor3ble Don Evans

Secretat)'
l!.S, Department ofComrnerce
14th & Constirulion Ave, N\\'

"'ashingt{.)n.. DC ~0130 June 3. 2002

Dear Sec~t.ary Evans'

..',-" ~. c-As. you kno~-. the New York Department of State aMoW1ced on :-..lay 9th. that the

propos~d route for the \fi\leMiu.'T1 Pi~line is inconsistent ,,;ththe policies of the ,~\~. York

Slate Coastal Management Pro@ratt1. I UJ-.derst,and that t.'1e Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the .p(partment of State.s decision to you. I am "Titing in supponof the decision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstra~. Bay.

t fLnn\Y betieve that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en,ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, communitydevelopmen~~d ~ regions

drinking \\'ater. FirSt and forem~;:,1

River \\"ould ~isru~t fish ~d Bay is one

orthe most bIologically diverse:,~tI9DSO'~nV~t~'bouJ~,~-preserv and protected, DOt
diSJ1Jpted for the la)ing of a pi~line. Secoodly,the~rev~taJ~UoR"Of1oca1 watemQPts,~.ou1d bec ' " ' " -c,c
impaired. hanning local ecoDOmic developmeDteffo~ in Ra\'erstia~iWCroton~D~H'udson,

Finally. New York City and \\'estchester's drinking ~.ater could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The
proposed pipeline route woulJ run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqu~duct suppl)ing 400/, of the

drinking ~'ater to NYC, cut do~u 100/. of the trees in the NYC watershed that is need~d to filter
the ~-ater that 9 million peopl~ drink. and additiona1ly, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 4OC/0 or NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\\'bile some of the abo,'e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Departm~nt of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

'~
"i,.c

c 'c,' ." Sincerely

;;;,-;.:.;:;'::,.;.~': .',;;;";:~:~;)';.~:i~~\::t; "::.~~,~~ ..
'i:~i (~ ' ;:;;.,:,,~ i'f7:'i,';:'i?~i..'::'::;;; ",:;;,C"~

:;';:.",:\ ,e:cf;;:";\ c.~J;;'i;"~~:" .:~, $1.4~ " c c cccO r"c

MIke bi- an COflcs .~ ~";coCDp W p AGADfST n-rE-'IP£LDiEt PO 8ox :2s I.. ~Jil'
MIA«.NY 10SIO, This is In onaoln..8'ort wujllh..w & .Nlln. iD oW fav«. BriDI tbe ICU« to .ut!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se re~.
L'.S. ~partment ofCommerce

14th & C onstitution A ...e, N \I.'

\1, 'a.shington.. DC :0130 June 3. ~OO2

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you kno~., the Ne". '1'ork Department of State announced on \1ay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~1illennju.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the 'e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of SLate's decision to ).ou. I am "Titing in suppon of the d~cision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjyer at Hayerstraw Bay.

I fLrmly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en\irolUDental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development. and the regions

drinking v."ater. First and foremost,1 am concerned that dredging the 2.1 rnjles of the Hudson

Rjver ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Have~traw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ou1d be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \1,.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking v."ater to NYC, cut do"'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~"ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\l;"hile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York DepartITlent of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

--r-:-
-J .eo 1"\

Sincerely, 6 G los~ YV\O (\
~e

f\Jy
IQ~rv(.k4-

NAME

STREET

crry

STATF./ZlP



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretal')'
l',S. ~partment ofCommerce

14th & Constitution Ave. N \1,'

\\'ashington. DC :0130 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans'

As you knO\lw", the Ne"" York Department of State announced on ~fay 9th. that the

propos~d route for the \lfillenniu.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ,"e\\" York

St3te Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am "Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay,

I flnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en~ironmental policy and good science, I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, comrnunjty development, and the regions

drinking ".ater, First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River would disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay, As a fish estuarj, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protect~ not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pipeline, Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ould be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

finally, New York City and \1,'estchester's drinking ~.ater could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources, The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl>ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do,,'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to fiIter

the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarclitT Manor school

children,
V.'1lile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.
.

SincerelytlJl- .J/: ~ ./"' -I.r .' ~ A 1/1' ~
NAME (,VJ)lII;:S ~ l -~/,~;~ -fV.el~Ae,

STREET JL- :-.'.0 ~r{t/ lIt 'II C+o

cnY ~. r~~~;:d,-'fi' -.AJj~~C.~

STArozIP NV /d-~/6
Make blank ex1I't copies a needed. Sad complcted " pARENTS AGAINST niE P(PEUNE. PO Box 2.S11. B~liff
Manor.NY tOSIO. This is an ongoing en'M until ~ is. Nling in our favor. Bring the Ieuer to work!
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U.S. Department of Commerce

14th & Constjtution Ave. NW

Washington, DC 20230 May 20. 2002

Dear SecretaIy Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State atmounced on May 9th, that the
proposed route for the Milletmium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Col~bia ~ T~ssion Corp.
bas appealed the Department of State's decisionto you. I ani writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of
the Hudson Ri ver at Haverstraw Bay.

I flm1ly believe f11at the New York Department of State's decision was based on sound
environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development. and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost. I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one
ofthe most biologically qiverse sections of the river and should be preserved and prot~ not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization oflocal waterfronts would be
impaired, harming loca1 economic development efforts in Haverstrawand Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester~s drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of om critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
dIiDkiDg water to NYC, cut down 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink. and additionally. runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school
children.

While some of the above is not g~ to your decisfon process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Depaitment of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

Sincerely, ~

r./.~

y:.

, \ \:
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U.S. Department of Commerce
14th & Constitution A ve. NW
Washingtont DC 20230 May 20, 2002

Dear Secret81'Y Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State a1mounced on May 9th, that the
proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.
has appealed the Department of State' s decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State's detemrination to block the dredging of
the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I fim1ly believe that the New York Department of State's decision was based on soW1d

environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local en~ronment, community development, and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost. I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fISh and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local v.-aterfronts would be
impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstrawand Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of om critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 400/0 of the

drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the 1rees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, nms perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NY C ' s electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor schoo 1

children.
While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

y
Make extra copics as needed and mail to PARENTS AGAINST mE PIPELINE, PO Box 2S18. BriarcliffMaoor,NY lOSIO
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U .s. Department of Commerce
14th & Constitution A ve. NW

Washington, DC 20230
May 20) 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

I fumI y believe that the New York Department of State's decision was based on sound
enviromnental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development. and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost. I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay .s one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfi'onts would be
impaired. harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical wat« resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
driDkiDg Water to NYC~ cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people dri~ and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

lfo« ('<!'d"~,-- .4- ~s:.t" /41~(r('"I((f=2-
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U .S. Department of Commerce
14th & Constitution Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20230 May 20> 2002

Dear Secretary E,,-ans:

As you know, the New York Department of State announced on May 9th, that the
proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.
has appealed the Department of State's decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of
the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the New York Department of State' s decision was based on sound

environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development. and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary. Haverstraw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly. the revitalization of local waterfronts would be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Haverstrawand Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
driDkiDg water to NYC. cut down 10% of the trees jn the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink. and addjtionally. nms perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State' s decisi on.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

Make eXt'a copies as needed and mail to PARENfS AGAINST THE PIPEL[NE, PO Box 2518, BriarclitfManor,NY lOSIO
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U .8. Depanment of Commerce
14th & Constitution A ve. NW

Washington, DC 20230
May 20. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

I fum1y believe that the New York Dop&rtment ofState~s decision was based on sound

environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmentaJ impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking water. First and foremo~ I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River wouJd disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary ~ HaverstJ'aw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Second1y. the revitalization of local waterfronts would be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts jn Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester~s drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of ow critical water resources. The

proposed pipeline route would nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 400/0 of the
drinking water to NYC~ cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the Water that 9 million peop1e dri~ and additiona11y, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school
children.

While some of the above is not germane to yom' decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State' s decision.

SiI1I:ere~.J1,! 1~A~ ! -==
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretar:-'
l',S. ~partment ofComrnerce
14th & Constirution Ave. N\1,'
\\ .ashington. DC :0230 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you kno",., the New "ork Department of State arlnounced on \lay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~lillenniu..'TI Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coasta! Management Program, I understaJ'ld that the Columbia Gas T~'1smission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am "Titing in support of the d~cision

and to request that you uphold the Depanment of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstra". Bay,

I ftnnly believe that the \'e"' York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en"ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned "ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking ".ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ".ould disrupt fish and other "ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protect~ not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts "'ould be

impaired. hanning local economic development efforts in Ha\.erstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ".ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ".ater to NYC, cut do~'D 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to fiJter

the ".ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

elecbic supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
V"1\ile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your suppon of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my re~uest.

Sincerely .II / ;- J

NAME /V () ~ J d A J1.5 <S )-1 /

STREET (p 3 r <i' Ha 1-1 '""' ~ .L L ~
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The Honorab\e Don Evans

St'rttat).
l'.S. Dtpartment ofCommerce
I~lh & Constit\ltion Ave. N \1,'

~.3ShingtOn. DC :0230 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As ."OU kno~., the New '.ork Department of State announced on ~fay 9th, that the

propo~d route for the ~filleMiu.'11 Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ilh the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partm(nt of State's decision to you. I am ,,'riting in support or the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstra~. Bay.

I flnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State. s dec ision ~'as based on sound

en\ironmentaJ policy and good science. I am concerned ~th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. community developmen~ and the regions

drinking ~ater, Fint and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estUary. Haverstraw Bay is one

orthc most biologically diverse settiODS of the river and should be preserv~ and protected, not
diSNpted Cor the la)ing of a pipelinc. Secondly. the revitalization of local waterfronts \a.'ould be

impaired, hanning local ecODomic development efforts in Haverstra~. and Croton-oD-Hudson.
Finally. New York City and \\'estchestcr's drinking ~'ater could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense or our critical ~.atcr resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)in& 400/0 of the

drinking ~'ater to NYCt cut do",'D 100/. or the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to filter

the ~-atcr that 9 million people drink. and additionally. n1nS perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 or NYC. s electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.

\\'bile some of the abo\'e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anent ion to my request.

Sincerely.
NAME ~~ l~~G..r" d .::T 0"" 'r1S0~--

STRE.ET V 3 CGt~ ~ a (J~ L~

Cn'Y ~rlQ..\C(,- ~ rna..n dr ,~7
STATFJZIP -1- (j )/ G-~--
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The Honorable Don Evans

Secretar:-.
L'.S. ~partment ofComrnerce
14th & Constitution Ave. NV..
\\ .ashington. DC :0230 June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As ~ou kI\ow. the New )'ork Department of State aJ\nounced on \fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~fillenniu.'11 Pi~line is inconsist~nt \\ilh the policies of the Se\\ York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the Dc:partment of State's d~cision to you. I am ~Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstra\\. Bay.

I fLnnly believe that the Sew York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en\ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. community development. and the regions

drinking ~.ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rjver ,,"ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, HaverstIaw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)1ng ora pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~"ou1d be

impaired, harming local economic developmeDt efforts in Haverstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ,,"ater to NYCt cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ""ater tht.t 9 million ~ople dri..!!..k. and add,'tiona1ly, n.ms perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
V."hile some of the above is not gem1ane to your decision process, these impacts

W1derscore the need for your support of the New York Departrnent of State's decision.

thank you for your attention to my request.

~

SincerelY.

NAME

STREET

crrv

STAruzIP

Make blmk exm copies u needed. Scad comp1cted W PARENTS AGAINST n{E PlPEUNE, PO Box 2S II. BriarcliB'
Manor.NY IOSIO. This is In ongoing eO'on until ~ Is I nlling in our favor. Bring the \ettcr to wort!



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U.S. Deparbnent ofCommerce
14th & Constitution Ave. NW
Washingto~ DC 20230 May 20, 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State announced on May 9th, that the
proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.
has appealed the Deparbnent of State's decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of
the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the New York Department of State's decision was based on sound
environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revimliz~on oflocal waterfronts would be
im~ harming local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester' s drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopmdizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarclifIManor school
children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Deparbnent of State' s decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

Sincerely, D ,.0 ~
.,(./)I;..,./NAME

STREET

C11Y

STATFJZIP ~,~---lO )1 ()
Make blank extra copies as needed. Send completed to PARENts AGAINST THE PIPELINE. PO Box 2518, Briarcliff
Manor,NY 10510. This is an ongoing effort until diere is a ruling in our favor. Bring die letter to work!

\,~



The Honorable Don Evans

Secrela1').
l'.S. ~partrnent ofComrnerce
14th & Constitution Ave. N \1,.

\\ .ashingtOfi. DC :0230 June 3. 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As ~.ou kno~., the New "ork Department of State announced on May 9th, that the

proposed route for the \rfillennju.'T'I Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~nting in support of the decision

and to request that ).ou uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstra~. Bay,

I fLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en~ironmental policy and good science. 1 am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking \a."3ter. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~"ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estUary, Have~traw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protect~ not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~"ould be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\.erstra~. and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally. New York City and \\'estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJd run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do~'D 100/0 or the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the ~.atcr that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
\1.r11jle some or the abo,"e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

widersccr~ the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

Sincerely,
NAME ~ ~~ WSTREET- ~

CITY

STATfJZIP Z?
Make blw extra copies a Dcedcd:. SCIId completed W PARENtS AGAINST nf£ PIPELINE, PO Box 25 18. B~li8'
Manor.NY 10510. This is an ongoing e8'O(t until there is. Nling in our favor. Bring the Iettcr 10 wort!



July 16, 2002

The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
US Dept. Of Commerce
14th & Constitution Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20230

Dear Secretary Evans,

As you know, the NY Department of State announced on May gth, that the proposed
route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York State
Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp. has appealed the Department of State's decision to you. I am writing in support
of the decision and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination
to block the dredging of the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the NY Dept. Of State's decision was based on sound environmental
policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and
the regions' drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1
miles of the Hudson River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish
estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and
should be preserved and protected, not disrupted for the laying of a pipeline.
Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be impaired, harming local
economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton on Hudson. Fina1ly, New York
City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and any need
for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90-year old aqueduct supplying 40% of
the drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is
needed to filter the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously
close to the ConEd electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900
Briarcliff Manor school children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your attention to my request.

Sii:L ~
Barbara Greco
52 Schrade Road
Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510



July 16, 2002

The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
US Dept. Of Commerce
14th & Constitution Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20230

Dear Secretary Evans,

As you know, the NY Department of State announced on May gth, that the proposed
route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York State
Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp. has appealed the Department of State's decision to you. I am writing in support
of the decision and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination
to block the dredging of the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the NY Dept. Of State's decision was based on sound environmental
policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and
the regions' drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1
miles of the Hudson River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish
estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and
should be preserved and protected, not disrupted for the laying of a pipeline.
Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be impaired, harming local
economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton on Hudson. Finally, New York
City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and any need
for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90-year old aqueduct supplying 40% of
the drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is
needed to filter the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously
close to the ConEd electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900
Briarcliff Manor school children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your attention to my request.

Sinc6fely,

DeIP~
52 Schrade Road
Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510



July 16, 2002

The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
US Dept. Of Commerce
14th & Constitution Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20230

Dear Secretary Evans,

As you know, the NY Department of State announced on May gth, that the proposed
route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York State
Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp. has appealed the Department of State's decision to you. I am writing in support
of the decision and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination
to block the dredging of the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the NY Dept. Of State's decision was based on sound environmental
policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and
the regions' drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1
miles of the Hudson River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish
estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and
should be preserved and protected, not disrupted for the laying of a pipeline.
Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be impaired, harming local
economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton on Hudson. Finally, New York
City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and any need
for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90-year old aqueduct supplying 40% of
the drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is
needed to filter the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously
close to the ConEd electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900
Briarcliff Manor school children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your attention to my request.

Sincerely,

tt/ ..-v-<.- &2/ !2--

William Del Principe
52 Schrade Road
Briarcliff Manor. NY 10510



John c. simons
309 Elm Road

Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510

July II, 2002

The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U.S. Department of ComItlerce
14th & Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20230

Uear ~ecretary Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State announced on May 9d1, that the proposed
route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York State Coastal
Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp. has appealed the
Depat1ment of State' s decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision and to request that you
uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of the Hudson River at
Havel"Straw Bay.

I firmly believc that the New York Department of State's d~cisionwas b¥ed on sound
environmental policy and good science. 1 am concerned with the enVjronmentlJlimpact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development,cand the regions
drinking water. First and foremost; I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 nliles Qfthe Hudson River
would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one of the most
biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not disrupted for the
iaying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be impaired, harming
local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson. Finally, New York City
and W estchester' s drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and any need for natural gas
should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The proposed pipeline route would
run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the drinking water to NYC, cut down 10%
of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter the water that 9 million people drink, and
additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd electric supply jeopardizing 40% ofNYC's
electricityand 1900 BriarcliffManor school children. --

~
! -

While some of the above is not gennane to your decision process, these impacts underscore
the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

Sincerely,

I]

~

'f

ij

;.;;.'.:

,!"" :~:r.



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U .s. Department of Commerce
14th & Constitution A ve. NW
Washington, DC 2023 O May 20~ 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know. the New York Department of State announced on May 9th. that the
proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.
has appealed the Deparbnent of State.s decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the New York Department of State's decision was based on sound
environmental policy and good science. I am. concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost, I am. concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be
impaired, harmiDg local economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester' s drinking water could be de1rimentally impacle<l, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopordizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to roy request.

Sincerely'/J1r~ -1-- /
NAME ( JI/I"-1'Jl- .~~.JZ~

STREET i -:1 t'. r. lL ~ ~ ,

CrrY ~ 1~~{;(itt $ 9u A.~i)~- '+-I {1 A.~ ~
I " ", I

STATFJZIP .-D , \ u
Make blank extra copies as needed. Send completed to PARENTS AGAINST THE PIPELINE, PO Box 2518. Briarcliff
Manor.NY 10510. This is an ongoing effort until there is a roling in our favor. Bring the letter to work!



The Honorable Don Evans

Se..:re~.
l'.S. ~partrnent of Commer e
14th & Constirution Ave, N .

\\'ashington. DC :.0130 June 3. :.002

Dear Secretary E vans

As :ou kno\a.., the Ne~. )'ork Department of State announced on \fay 9th, that the

propost'd route for the Millerirui.L'T\ Pi~line is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the 'ew York

Sta~e Coastal Ma..'agement Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ~Titing in support of the d~cision

and to request that you upholp the Department of State's detennination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjyer at Haverstraw Bay.

I rLnnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en\ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~;th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking water. Fir$t and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

Ri'...e.. v.'ould disrupt fish and other ~;ldlife in the bay. As a fish est11aIy, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not

disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronu \\"ould be

impaired, hanning local economic development efforts in Ha\'erstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~'ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wo~d run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking \\'ater to NYC. cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to filter

the \\"ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

childreD.
\\1Ule some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacu

underscore the Deed for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for your' anention to my request.

Sincerell y ~4~ j. ~ ~7; ::--"' - /I~~ ee O(A-

CI1Y

~ ~~~~~~~;
STAruzIPN L

MIke blank ~ copies a nccded. SaId comp1dcd ~ p AQAD'fST n{E PfPEUNE, PO Box 2S11. B~li8'
Manor ,NY I OS 10. This is In ongoing e~Ott until there is. Nling in our favor. Bring the Ieucr 10 wort!



July 16, 2002

The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
US Dept. Of Commerce
14th & Constitution Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20230

Dear Secretary Evans

As you know, the NY Department of State announced on May gth, that the proposed
route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York State
Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp. has appealed the Department of State's decision to you. I am writing in support
of the decision and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination
to block the dredging of the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I firmly believe that the NY Dept. Of State's decision was based on sound environmental
policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and
the regions' drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1
miles of the Hudson River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish
estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and
should be preserved and protected, not disrupted for the laying of a pipeline.
Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be impaired, harming local
economic development efforts in Haverstraw and Croton on Hudson. Finally, New York
City and Westchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and any need
for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90-year old aqueduct supplying 40% of
the drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is
needed to filter the water that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously
close to the ConEd electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900
Briarcliff Manor school children.

While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision

thank you for your attention to my request

Sincerely,

n ~~--
\Daniel Del. .

52 Schrade Road

Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510



The Honorable Don E \'InS

Se~reW>.
l'.S. Dcparunent orCommcrcf
l.ath 4 ConstitUtion A\.. N~.

..'ashinl'on. DC :0230 June ).2002

DtU' SecreW)' Evans:

As >ou ~~." the Ne... York Dcpanmenl of State announced on \13} 9th. that \he
propoud route r\)r the \fil\cMiwn Piptlinc is inconsisttnt \\ith the policifS of th~ 'C\\ York
Stale Cou\81 Manaaement Prosnm" 1 understand that the Columbia au Transmission Corp.
hu appealed the Dcpartmcnt ,,( State"s detision to you. I am ~ntinl in support of tht dccision

and tO request \hat you uphold Ibe Department or State's detennination to blOtk the dredlinl or

&he Hudson River a, Ravenuaw Bay.

I rum')' believe that the ~ew York Dcpanment orState.s dtcision ~'IS based OD sound
en~ironmen&a1 policyand aood Kience. laIn coDCemed ~tb the eDvitonmentaJ impact that the
pipeliM croSIina would have OD the local enviloMlellt. communjl)' development. aDd the reaions
dlinkina ~.tero First and rOrtrnost, I am concerned chat dredlina tht 2.1 mile~ of the HudsoD
R.ivCf ~'ould dilNpc fish and otbcr ~;Idlire in thc bay. As I fish es~. Hlvfrstrlw 8ay is one
orthl ~It bioloaicall)' djvcnc IeCtioas or.. river w should be pre.rved and pcot«ted. DOt
disnapced for Ihc la)ina of a piptlinc, Secondly,me re...iwization of local watc:rfzoau ~'owd be
impaired. harminll(Xal eco~aU~ dc\"c:loPmeDt effons in HI\'erstn",' and Croton..0D-Hudson,
F"U\a1ty. New York City and ~.tStcbcstc:r's drinkina ~olter could be deuimentally impa~ted. and

any need for naturallu should DOt come at the expen.w or oW' critical "'Ittr rfso~es. The
proposed pipeliDe route woWd nAn 2 feet tom 190 year old IqIXduct suppl)ina40'1. 0( the
driAk.in1 ~'Iter to NYC, cut do~'D 10'le of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to fUter
the ~.Iter that 9 million people drink, and additionally. n&nS perilously ctOW; to the CoREd
elec~c supply jeopardiz.ina 4011. or NYC's electricity and 1900 Brilrtliff' Manor school
chi1dRD.

~1\ile some or the lbo\'e is DOt aermlne to your decision process, ~se Lmpacu
undencorc the aced (or )'Our SUpport or~ New York De~eDt of Stale's decisioD,



The Hono~blc Don E\'ans

Sc.:re~.
l'.S. Department o(Commerct

1411\ a Constirution A\e. N~.

\\ 'uhinl'on. DC :0230

-

~~lill."2-cOL..

~~~2

Dear Secrewy Evans:

As ~.ou kno"". the Ne~. ,. ork Department of State announced on ~ta) 9th" that the
propoStd route f\1r the ~tilleMiu.", Piptline is inconsisttnt \\ith mc policies of the 'e\\ York
Slate Coastal Manaaement PfOFaID. 1 understand that the Columbia au Transmission Corp.
hu IppC'aled ,he Dcpanment 0( Slite"s decision to you. 1 am \\Ti"ni in support of the dccision
and 10 reques~ that you uphold the Depanment or State"s detennination to block the dredlinl of
the H\adJOn RJ'ier at Haverstraw 8&)' .

t rLnnI)' believe that the ~e... York Depan:mtnt or State's decision wu ba.wd OD sow\d
en'ironmenla1 P'lic)' and load scieaxe. lam concemed ~th the eD~ntal impact &bat &be
pipeline eroSIinl would have OD the local enviroM\ent. eommlmit)' development. ADd the re lions
drinkinl ~.ter, Fint and rorcrDOst,1 am concerned that dredaina the 2,1 miles oCmc HudsoD
Rivet would diSNpt fish ~ ocher ~ildlifc in the bay. As a fish nN8l)'. Haverstraw 8.'1 is one
or the IDO- biotolically d1v~ leCtiOGI or the river and should be p and prot«ted. DOt
disnapted rOt the II~ or I pipeline. Secoodly. the reviwization of local watcrfroolS would be
impaired. hanninll~aI CCo~mj, de\clopmtDt effons in Ha\'erstraw and Croton-oD.Hudson,
Fina")'. New York City and ..'est,hester's drinkinl water could be detrimentally implCted. and
any need ror nat\lrl1lIS should DOt come at the expeNe of our critical ~Itt.r rcsoW'Ces. The
proposed pipclinc route would nin 2 feet &om a 90 year old aq~uct suppl)inl "oe/. of the
driok.1n ater 10 NYC, cut do~'D 1011. orthc Utes in the NYC watenbcd that is Deeded to filter
d\C ~...cr that 9 minion peop'e drink. and ldditiona1ly. NnS pcril~ly clOtC to the ConEd
elec~e supp')' jeopudizinl .tOIle or NYC9S e'ectricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

cIIiIdIeG,'A,'hite some orthe abo\"t is ~I aennane to your decision process. these irDpactl
w\dencorc tbc aced (or )'OW support or the New York DeparuneDt Or Swe's dcc:isioD.

1 thank you for your ancntiOD to my rt,\UCst.



The Honorable Don Evans

Secretary
U.S. Department of Commerce
14th & Constitution A ve. NW
Washington, DC 20230 May 20, 2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the New York Department of State announced on May 9th, that the
proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline is inconsistent with the policies of the New York
State Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas TransmJssion Corp.
has appealed the Deparbnent of State's decision to you. I am writing in support of the decision
and to request that you uphold the Department of State ~ s determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay.

I finnly believe that the New York Department of State's decision was based on sound
environmental policy and good science. I am concerned with the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions
drinking water. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River would disrupt fish and other wildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary , Haverstraw Bay is one
of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the laying of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization oflocal waterftonts would be
impaired. banning local economic development efforts in Havers1raw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and Westchester' s drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical water resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct supplying 40% of the
drinking water to NYC, cut down 10% of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the waterthat 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 40% of NYC's electricity and 1900 BriarcliffManor school

children.
While some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for your attention to my request.

Sincerely,

NAME

S1REE ~

CITY ...

STATFJZIP

Mr & Mrs Gargiulo
21 Woods Brooke CT # 3
Ossining NY 10562-2026

Make extra copies as needed and mail to PARENTS AGAINST THE PIPELINE, PO Box 2518, Briarcliff Manor.NY 10510



The Honorable Don Evans

jSe..:re~.
l'.S. ~partment ofComme ce

t4th & Constitution Aye. N~.

\\ "ashington. DC :0230 I June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you knO\\', the N~w "ork Department of State anI1ounced on ~fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~fille~u.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the "e\\' York

State Coastal Management Program, 1 understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp,

has appealed the D~partment of State's decision to you. I am ""riting in support of the decision

and to request that you upho,ld the Depanment of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at Haverstraw Bay,

I flnnly believe that the ~e~. York Department of State's decision ~.as based on sound

en"ironmental policy and good science. 1 am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking water. First and foremost, 1 am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~.ould disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not
disrupted for the la>ing of a pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~.ouJd be

impaired, harming local economic development effons in Haverstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical ~.ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~ater to NYC, cut do"'D I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is Deeded to filter

the ~.ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 4(1/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children. i
\1.r'hile some of the a~\"e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the Deed for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

I thank you for yo~ anention to my re~uest.

Sincerely. ) -le ~-L-..

NAME rt-fo I :..ll J (!,OYl Ylf II

STREET ,

crrv ~

STATf/ZlP AJV I {) ~ O-

Make blank ex1n copies u needed. SeIId completed ;p~ A~-SY mE P(PEUNE. PO Box 2S18. B~liB'
Manor.NY IOSIO. This is III ongoing effort until thcrc Is a Nling in our favOC'. Bring the Ieucr to WOC't!



The HonorJble Don Evans

ISecretar:-.

l'.S. ~partment ofCommer~e
14th & Constitution Ave. N~.

\\ .ashington. DC :0230 I June 3.2002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As ~.ou kno~.. the N~w "ork Department of State announced on ~fay 9th, that the

propos~d route for the ~fillenniu.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\ York

State Coastal Management Program. 1 ur.dCiS-.and that the Ccl'.lmbia Ga.s Transmission Corp

has appealed the Dc:partment of State.s d~cision to ~.ou. I am \\Titing in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State's determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson River at flaverstraw Bay,

I fLnniy believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision was based on sound

en~ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned ~ith the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. cornmunjty development. and the regions

drinking ~-ater. First and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

River ~"ouid disrupt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserved and protected. not

disrupted for the la>ing of a pi~line. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ~"ou1d be

impaired, harming local economic development efforts in Ha\"erstra~' and Croton-on-Hudson.

Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking ~"ater could be detrimentally impacted. and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical ~ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wouJd run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl>ing 400/0 of the

drinking ~.ater to NYC, cut do""D I 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the \\"ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, runs perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizingl 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school

children.
\\r1tile some of the abo,"e is not germane to your decision process, these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision.

thank you for yowf anention to my req,uest.

Sincerely/} } A .",J " b Ll// '-"-'
NAME LLaiJdcu.- ~:;'.)t:;' i

STREET ~t &r k~fl M .

CrrY -&- lti.-l"dc.£f; &:L --=

STATFJZIP /tJ~.s-/ D
Make blank extra copies u needed. SaId compk1ed W PARENTS AGAINST mE PIPELINE. PO Box 2S18. BriaICli8"
Manor,NY 10S 10. This is an on&oin& effort until there is I Nlin& in OlD' rayor. Brio& the Icucr 10 work!



,e Hon('roble Don Evans

:~retar:-"
.S. Department ofComrnerce

~th & ConstitUtion Ave. N v."

:ashington. DC ~0130 June 3. 2002

lear Secretary E vans:

As you know. the Ne~. York Depanment of State announced on ~1ay 9th, that the

.roposed route for the ~1illeMiu.rn Pipeline is inconsist~nt "ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

itate Coastal Management Program. I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

las appealed the D~partment of State's decision to ~.ou. I am "Titing in suppon of the decision

II1d to request that you uphold the Depanrnent of State's determination to block the dredging of

he Hudson River at Haverstra\\. Bay.

I ftnnly believe that the~ew York Department of State's decision ~-as based on sound
:n~ironmental policy and good science. I am concerned \\ith the environmental impact that the
pipeline crossing would have on the local environment. community development. and the regions
drinking ~-ater. first and foremost, I am concerned that dredging the 2.1 miles of the Hudson
River ~'ould disrupt fish and other \\ildlife in the bay. As a fish estuary, Haverstraw Bay is one
orthe most biologically djv~ sections of the river and should be preserved and protected, not
disrupted for the la)ing of a pipeline. Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts would be
impaired. hanning local economic development efforts in Ha\'erstraw and Croton-on-Hudson.
Finally, New York City and \\.estchester's drinking water could be detrimentalJy impact~ and
any need for natural gas should not come at the expense of our critical \\-ater resources. The
proposed pipeline route would run 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppJ)ing 400!. of the
drinking ~'8ter to NYC, cut do~u 100/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter
the \\-ater that 9 million people drink. and additionally. runs perilously close to the ConEd
electric supply jeopardizing 4oe/e of NYC' selectricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor school
children.

\\'bile some of the above is not germane to your decision process, these impacts
underscore the need for your support of the New York DepaI1ment of State's decision.

I thank you for your anention to my request.

~-

~

tJ1

Sincerely,
NAME

STR.EET

crtY

STATfJZIP
Mlkc b.. ex1ra copics .nccded. SaId ~~ .PARfJm AGADfST nIE PIPEUNE. PO 8ox 2S1.. 8ri8lcli«
MII1OC'.NY 10510. This is 8\ on&oinl el'ort unti1 diae fs a Nlin, iD ow favw. 8riD& Ihe Icaa' fO WOIt!



The Honorable Don Evans lSecretaz:.
l'.S. Department ofCommerc
14th & Constitution Ave. NW
\\ .ashington. DC :0230 I June 3..:.002

Dear Secretary Evans:

As you know, the Ne~. ...'ork Department of State announced on \fay 9th, that the

proposed route for the \1ille~u.'TI Pipeline is inconsistt'nt \\ith the policies of the ~e\\. York

State Coastal Management Program, I understand that the Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

has appealed the Dt'partment of State's decision to you. I am \\1iting in support of the decision

and to request that you uphold the Department of State' s determination to block the dredging of

the Hudson Rjver at Haverstraw Bay.

I rmnly believe that the ~ew York Department of State's decision ~'as based on sound

en\ironmental policy and good science, I am concerned ,,;th the environmental impact that the

pipeline crossing would have OD the local environment, community development, and the regions

drinking \Io-ater, Fir$t and foremost, ( am concerned that dredging the 2,1 miles of the Hudson

River ,,'ould disrupt fish and other "ildlife in the bay, As a fish estuary, Have~traw Bay is one

of the most biologically diverse sections of the river and should be preserv~ and protected. not

disrupted for the la);ng ofa pipeline, Secondly, the revitalization of local waterfronts ,,'ould be

impaired, hanning local economic development efforts in Haverstra". and Croton-on-Hudson,

Finally, New York City and \\'estchester's drinking water could be detrimentally impacted, and

any need for natural gas should DOt come at the expense of our critical "ater resources. The

proposed pipeline route wo~d nm 2 feet from a 90 year old aqueduct suppl)ing 400/0 of the

drinking ,,'ater to NYC. cut db"'D 1 00/0 of the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter,
the ,,"ater that 9 million people drink, and additionally, nms perilously close to the ConEd

electric supply jeopardizing 400/0 of NYC's electricity and 1900 Briarcliff Manor schooi

children.
\\1lile some of the abOve is Dot germane to your decision process. these impacts

underscore the need for your support of the New York Department of State's decision,

1 thank you for your anention to my re~uest.

Sincerely. ,t'1 A /': /I rc .I \
N A M E I V l/\ "-- .V L--. \.. YY"'\ \ ~ , C C> t'\.e:- ~ J

m.EET \ 5 D~("'\.CI""~ LAA-t" -

crrv ~ <:\~C-l:--\'L ,," MA~" .
STAruzIP N~,! lDS"o ,

Make blank ex1n copies a needed. SaId completcd w PARENTS AOAJNST nIE PIPEUNE, PO Box 2SI.. 8~liff
MMor.NY 10SIO. This is In ongoin& en'O(t until ~ is. nlling in our ravor. BriD& tbe ICUa' 10 work!



n\t Hon\."'r3l'1l( Don E,'ans

Se.;rC'~
l' S. ~pan1T1~nt orCorr\.tT\erct
14Lh &; Constit\JIIOn A\ie, N~.

" .ashiniton. DC :0230 June 3. ~002

~ar Sec~wy E vans:

AS :-ou kno~., the Ne", "ork Dcpanment of S~att an."\oUl\ced on ~t~) 9th. that the

pro~,os~d route f,)r tht ~{jll~MiI-".'T\ Pitttlir,t is jn~orsis~(r';1 '\ilh the poljcie~ of tht 'e\\ York

Statt Co3,1t&1 ~fana8tmtnt,Procram, I ~derstand that tht Colwnbia Gas Transmjssion Corp.

has ap~3ltd tht D~panm(nt of Statc's d<tision to ~ou. I am "ritini in suppon or the d(,ision

and to request that you upho14 the Department of State's determination to block the dtedaina 0(

the Hudson Ri..er it Haversttl~ Bay.

1 fa.nnty believe thal thc ~ew York Depanment of Statt..s decision ~u based 00 sound
en\itomuentaJ p)liey and acod Kience. I am tOncemcd ~ith the eD\lirorunenw 'uDpac:t that the
pipeline cro$Sin& would have oa the 1cxa1 environment. C()mmunit)' development. lad the reaion.s
drinkinS ~ater. First and foRrDOst. I am c:oncemcd IJ\al dredlinslbt 2.1 milcs or the Hudson
Rjvet would disNpt fish and other ~ildlife in the bay. As a fish esruary.. Haverstrlw Bay is one
of w most biololicalty divcrw sec:tioQS of the river and should be preserved aM ~C~ted. DOt
disrupted for the lay\nl of a pipeti.ne. StICoDdly;there\litaJiz:.atioltof)oc:aJ Wltcr:f;rODt.s ~ouJd be

impairtd. harminalocal ccooomicdevflopmeot effolUinHaverstraw and Croton-oQ-Hudson.
Finally, ~ew York City and ~.estthester's drinkini ~.ater could be detrimen~ly impatt~ and
Illy need for naturaJ &IS should DOt c.ome at the expense of ow critie.aJ ~Iter resoW't'es. The
pro~Kd pipeliDc route wouJJ run 2 feel from a 90 'jeat old aqueduct suppt)inl 40-/t of the

drinkin& ~ater to NYC. cut do"'D 10'/a of the fleeS in thc NYC watershed that is Dccded to filter
the \\ater that 9 million peoplC' dr.nk. and Idditionalty, "J!U ~ri1owly close (0 the ConEd

e!eetlic supply jeopardiz.ina 4~'. of NYC's eletuiciry and 1900 Brilltliff Manor school
cNJdreD .

\\"hile some ofthc abo...e is DOt iennane (0 your decision process. these impacts
~ef$(:Ore the Deed Cot your sup~n of the New York DepartmeDI of S\.ate's d"isioD,

thank you for yow antntion to my request.

S~rely.

NAME --M 4 m+E\,V w/, QU~LT"Le~
~r- ~u.1 Ir, A 1-'- LJI n~f-.CO ~/l Lo,,-,~tt,L~/'- 6

~r:rY 'c£,vc,:); , "

~ iii!.~



The Hon"r3~le Dot'. E~.an5

Se..:,,(~.
l'.S ~parunent ofCommercc
loath &: Con5tirution A..e. ~~.

\\ '.1.sh.ington. DC =0230 June' 3, ~002

Dtar SK~tM'j E vlJU'

As ~.ou ~o~., the Ne" York Depanmenf of Stale anJ\ounced on \1i1) 9th, that the

propos~d route f.)f the :'--1;11C'~~," Pi~liT'.t is i!'1'onslst(n! \\ith the ,PCI~ic,es or lht; ,~.., York

Statt' Co3Stal ~1anagement ProJrlm. 1 ~derstand that the Columbia Gas Transmjssion Corp.

has ap~3ttd tht D(partment IJf Slate's dtcision 10 ~OU. r a.m ~Titing in suppon of th( d(t'ision

an~ tO request that )'OU uphold me Depa.nment of State's determ.ina,ion to block the dredlinl of

&he Hudson Ri~er It Haverstll... SlY.

I flt'tnty bclieve that I.h~ Se~. York Department or State.~ decision ~as based oc sound

~n\ilonmenta1 poticy and good scien(e. I am concerned ~ith the eavironmental impact that the
pipeline cro$Sini would have OD. the !0(011 enviroM'lenl, communit)' development. and the relion.s
drinking \\iter. First and fo~rcost, I am toncemed that dred&ina the 2.1 miles of the Hudson

Rjver wou14 diSNpt fish and other ~ildlire in the bay. AJ a fish estuary. Havtrstnw Bay is one

ofthc most bio!oaica11y divCT'SC sectioas of'the rivet and should be preserved and prot~ted. DOt

diSNpteod for the la)ina Clf. pi~'ine. S«oudly. the revitaliZItion of l(Xal waterfronts would be
im~r~d. harminK \ocal ecooomlc devtiopmeot efforu In H&vcrsln~. ~ Croton-oc-Hud50n.
Finally, ~ew York Cit)' &l\d ~.tstchtsttr.s drinkini ~.ater could be deuimenwty impacted. and
U1)' n~ed for naturoil ias should not come at me txpen.w of ow (rilic:al ~Iter rcso~es. Tbc
prop'scd pi~liDc route wou1J run 2 fcct from a 90 ye.ar old aqucduct suppl)ini 40-1. of the

driaklna ~.ater to NYC. cut do~'D , 001. or the trees in the NYC watershed that is needed to filter

the v..aler that 9 mi\!ion pfoplt dr.r1k. and additionally. '.'n.s penloU.!ly close to th-e ConEd

electric suppl)1 jeopardi~1 40-/. or NYC's el~tri(it)' and 1900 BriartliffMa.nor school

childreo.
\\1\ile some ofth~ abo,'t is Dot &ermIne to your d~ision process. these impacts

\J.r';detS('ore the Deed for your support or the New York ~paztmeDt of Statt's decisioD.

1 thank you for row an(rltion 10 my rfque$l.

Sinc~rel)'. 4 / ../'1 ~ /J, J 1/1 /p i J

NAME .-lU-JLLfLpLJ-.kf(9 ~,7--;-

m.f.£T ..;:i,~t1'-~-l::tL\;::..~...tLL
crry -6.!; I ;:t-'~ ~. 1 p,c: N"f I O ,)1 (I


