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First Name: Anonymous Last Name: Anonymous 
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Email: Mailing List: False 

Entity Type: 

Submission Information:

Submission ID: 26 

Date Submitted: 2/18/2013 Date Received: 2/18/2013 

Submission Format: Web Comment Form Venue:

File name:  

Submission Text:  

 

I am concerned with 2 aspects of this project. First the gas pipeline. The Cook 
Inlet gas field is declining and provides little assurance of a long term energy 
source. Additionally, this pipeline will cause damage to the many fish streams 
that it crosses. The pipeline will not benefit Kuskokwim River villages and 
should not be permitted. The second concern I have is about the 2300 acre 
tailing impoundment. The company claims they will monitor and keep this toxic 
waste safe in perpetuity. There is not a single company or government on 
earth that has been around forever. To make a claim that Donlin gold will be 
around for even 100 years is unsure at best. Mining companies have a long 
history of extracting profits and leaving toxic waste sites behind for the 
government to clean up. If they project is to proceed Donlin Gold should be 
required to come up with an alternative energy source as well as waste rock 
facility.

 

Comments:  
Comment # 1    Comment ID: 91 Delete

The Cook Inlet gas field is declining and 
provides little assurance of a long term energy 
source.

Category:  GAS -- Natural Gas Supply:

 Substantive  Non-Substantive 

Comment # 2    Comment ID: 92 Delete

Additionally, this pipeline will cause damage to 
the many fish streams that it crosses.

Category:  FISH -- Fish - Impacts:

 Substantive  Non-Substantive 

Comment # 3    Comment ID: 93 Delete

The pipeline will not benefit Kuskokwim River 
villages and should not be permitted.

Category:  SER -- Socioeconomic Impacts:

 Substantive  Non-Substantive 

Comment # 4    Comment ID: 94 Delete

The second concern I have is about the 2300 acre 
tailing impoundment. The company claims they will 
monitor and keep this toxic waste safe in 
perpetuity. There is not a single company or 

Category:  BER -- Bonding, Escrow, Restoration and Reclamation:

 Substantive  Non-Substantive 
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