
1.  What are the economic benefits of GPT?  

The Gateway Pacific Terminal is being built as a multi-commodity, cargo-handling 
facility within the existing Cherry Point heavy industry zone and port area.  The Terminal 
will expand America’s export transportation capacity,  targeting dry bulk products, like 
coal, wood biofuels, grains and corn.  The number of jobs generated in the region during 
a two-year construction period is estimated to be 4,430.  Once the Terminal is operating, 
the number of jobs generated in the region is estimated to be 1,250 annually.  (These jobs 
include direct, indirect and induced jobs and were estimated by Martin Associates, a 
consulting firm with expertise in estimating the economic impacts of ports, and again 
reviewed and verified by economic professors from Western Washington University.) 

2. How would GPT make the United States more competitive in global trade? 

The Gateway Pacific Terminal will provide a competitive advantage to U.S. producers by 
providing a more economical and efficient west coast U.S. port to ship goods to high 
demand markets in Asia. By shipping through GPT at Cherry Point, it saves U.S. 
producers time and money because the shipping time from Cherry Point to Asia is faster, 
saving one to two days’ time compared to other port locations, and the Terminal will be 
located in naturally deep water, which can accommodate larger vessels and save 
producers as much as 50% in transportation costs.  

3. How would the GPT protect the wildlife in the surrounding areas? 

The Gateway Pacific Terminal will be located within the existing Cherry Point heavy 
industry zone and port area, between the BP Refinery and the Alcoa/Intalco plant.  At 
least ¾ of the 1,500 acre site will remain in natural buffer for wildlife. 

4.  Is air pollution for the coal trains a big issue? 

Trains carrying coal have been traveling through Washington on their way to British 
Columbia ports for decades.  Before this project was announced, there were no coal dust 
complaints on record with the Northwest Clean Air Agency, the Puget Sound Clean Air 
Agency, or the Spokane Clean Air Agency.  One of the nation’s leading toxicologists and 
a past Chair of EPA’s Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee, Roger O. McClellan, told 
the Seattle Times (May 9, 2013) that, “Coal has been transported through the Northwest 
by rail for decades and there has never been any evidence of harm associated with this 
rail transport.”   

5. How would the GPT affect marine traffic? 

At full operation, 1 to 2 ships per day could visit the Gateway Pacific Terminal.  To put 
this in perspective, over 10,000 large ships pass through Puget Sound annually- nearly 
half headed for docks in British Columbia.  The Washington State Ferries operate 23 
vessels, launching about 500 sailings a day.  According to former U.S. Coast Guard 
Captain in charge of the Puget Sound region and Operations Chair for the Puget Sound 
Harbor Safety Committee, Mike Moore:  “Given this large navigational area and 
relatively low vessel traffic congestion, the risks of creating congestion issues by adding 



1 to 2 vessel arrivals per day in such a large system will be small to the point of being 
difficult to measure.” 

6.  Would there be human or animal health affected by the coal trains? 

In addition to coal dust being a non-issue (see answer to question #4), trains are one of 
the most environmentally sound ways to move freight over land.  In fact, moving freight 
by rail instead of trucks reduces greenhouse gas emissions by 75% according to the 
Association of American Railroads.  Moreover, trains contribute a miniscule amount to 
statewide air emissions.  Data from the NW Clean Air Agency monitors show exposure to 
diesel emissions to be much greater around Interstate 5 and other places than near the rail 
line.  According to the Department of Ecology (DOE), trains contribute less than 1% of 
the state’s total air particulate emissions.  Of the 13 activities monitored by the DOE, 
locomotives rank among the three smallest contributors of air particulate emissions.   

7. Why did you choose to vote for the GPT and how would it help Washington? 

Here have been no votes held on GPT.  Several of my fellow elected officials and I have  
stressed the need for high wage job growth and the need for the environmental reviews of  
projects like GPT to be based upon facts and science, not emotion.  If GPT can meet   
Washington’s high environmental standards, then it will be good for the economy and in  
Relative harmony with the environment. 

            


