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Cm~mcnts prmcnted it1 the 
I+RC Rrnsdwaer Pubhe I-Ieanng 

January 11, 2007, Shmham, hew York 

SufEjik County and the State of Zim York haw ded~cared hnds and written poltcies to 
protect Long Island's way of llfe tfiat bencMi aur ontlrofi%nnt and ecrxlomtc iFoiirres in 
I on8 lsldnd Sootid Braedwater? Fioatrng Storage and Rqastiiauon Cntt (FSRIJ) 
placement wtil negat~veiy tmpst the commmctal fishlag indust~, rrscreatmnal fishing 
md boatmy The d~splaemem ofother cornmema1 vessel acbvity a111 Itwe the domtr~o 

m h~~mrtngorseafucd Fur ihe eoitsurtterf of Long Idand 

Peasonslly, I Bbh this drea 3 moiiths crf tlie pear slang the 43970 itnes wth the 83 h o t  
Firhing Vessel llluston If the FSRU i s  poation as pmpo~d ,  t wll lose 40% ofthe west 
end Ilne completely When rho Ileighters are m transit to the FSRU, I \ud? lose the ahole 
area uith the ca&y zone a d  fixed gearrssuw It 1s not a vahd starment that we can 
,nave over and aork mother area 1 usr: a mid water trawl wh~eh nevel rouchcs the 
boltom, and need a aflraight lrrie rn order to aork Trymgto work betweon the bhsiers 
pat trawis IS not an option for the lubsrermm or me The follovdng 1s u hat wll happen 

3 LOSS ofcnwmaM the mmmerciai fishermen and lobzrcrnen 

I mpads to commercial fishing are discussed in Sedions 3.5.5.2, 3.6.8.1, 
and 3.7.1.4 of the final ElS. Sedion 3.6.8.1 has been updated to includea 
discussion on i mpads to vessels such as the commentor' s vessel Illusion 
(for example, displacement, lost gear, and income loss). We anticipate that 
such losses would be covered by the compensation packqe that 
Broadwater would negotiate with commercial fishermen (see 
Sedion 3.6.8.1 of thefinal ElS). 

To d~scussIheenwonment ~ssuw urrth this project I he ~iitakc! dnd d t s c h ~ ~ e  .elf Luag 
Island Sound water for the ballast and waling aboard the FSRU could result m 22 7 
niillions pliun.i per day of treated ivater mentenng the Lung bland Socurd Water ail1 
be :reat& w~th Ciarox, or m h e x  like suhstrtnce io kill bacteria or live crestores on 
antake of water This has the potential ofbelag done 365 days a year Com~non sense 
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tells you that ei*onmal!y thls actl\.itj w ~ l l  change the 11img r e m c e s  in rho ahoio bod3 
ai' water 

4s I stated before, New York Siatc and the County of' S~ifljlpr have lead the way in 
preseriing rur iirrtnland, hentap and nray of lrfe Indusznal~zattun of Long Island 
Sound is nut the current palh we have bee11 follos*ing, nor 1s r i  one I %*ant to see in in:, 
fihlre or El). ~hlld~ttn'b 

Gptnlo ~ a r i  S Phrlirps 
Owner 
F8W LIIus~on 
F,W Prdaror 
Gtenpnri Seafwd Dock. Inc 
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3C18-2 AS stated in M i o n  3.7.1.4 of the final ElS, Broadwater would financially 
compensate commercial fishermen for lost trawl income due to the I ocation 
of the FSRU relative to designated trawl lanes. As for lost trawl income 
due to LNG carrier transit, the proposed moving safety and security zone of 
each LNG carrier would cover an area of approximately 2,040 acres (3.2 
square mi les), and only one carrier would be present in the Sound at any 
one time. The entire transit path of an LNG carrier would not be an 
exclusion zone. The amount of time required for the LNG carrier and its 
associated safety and security zone to pass any single point would be about 
15 minutes (the length of the safety and security zone from front to back 
would be about 3.7 miles), and the only exclusion area along the transit 
route between the Race and the proposed location of the FSRU would be 
the 2,040 acre (3.2 squaremile) area around the single LNG carrier moving 
though the Sound. All other portionsof theSound, including thetransit 
route in front of and behind the carrier's safety and security zone, would be 
mailable for use. 
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1 
Broadwater Y~pel~ne LLC ; Docket P;io CPOb-Sj-(X)n 

, i lo~kci h3o CPOf;-46-0Cib!, 

Ptrrvuatir to Rules 212 and 214 ol the Federal Energ) Regulatory L u m n i s s ~ ~ a  s 

j" Conima6;uri'') R~ile\  of Fraet~ce md Pro~edure 18 C1.K $8 385 212 and 385.211 (2006). 

CrossSeund Labl~. Cornpan), I LC l " ' r S r 7  hereb) nmves to iilicrvelzc rn thc above- 

captinned ]rtocccd~ag In suppodtl~ereof. CSO ~esp~cfiuEiy lrldtes Ihz loilowtnp 

I, IDENTITY OF CSC 

C'SC rs a wbol1)-owned suhs~dt;ir)+ of ii~3shcock: & Brown infrastructure :13Hi). a 

yxcld~r&d mfit&mtcic~re ilivestment hmd I~vtad on the Austral~ttn S t r ~ ~ k  Fxihdngc Its 

purpose rs 'o Intest In. tout> and tnaunae ttorrg-term mnirasr~i~cture met., i i iourd the ~ i w l d  

CSC deugned, finmeed. conswuitad and owns tho Cross Solind Cable, a 24 mile long Itigtl 

Voltiigtt Ili-ell Curwnt buh~~>wItie edMe miYIsm&sion sl stem ivh~ch crossei I rmg Ihlmil 

S o c ~ ~ d  between Yew?la%en. Cb and Shoreham, NY 
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CSC reywsls thal dl com~unrcai!ons, correspondence. lltd documents rclatcd 11) tlils 

motsun and rhls proceeding be d~rected to the following pcrscns 

b b z r  L ild~lc&~r .IT Uradlet If K a ~ l ? n ~ ,  Craef npaering QEct-e 
Nrxca P ~ ~ b e d i  LLY Cross-Soand Cede Ccmp;ujr. : I C 
%ufe 900 f L Furnpi~; R? 
.ib 1 9""~ee: >: =iw Xafc 213 
W,%s\~~tinr;~.&r)n, D C 2iXiU4-2126 \Vefibxuugh M4.Oi581 
1 e l ~ h t j n e  {21)2j 585-831 8 Telephone. 1508) 870-9000 
Fais~mik 12b1) 585-8080 Facainrfe (508)  870-q9113 
rdddrde r~ r i~~nnwahodv  corn brad r d l ! l t l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ & ~ ~ ~ l d c d @ ~ r n  

On Januarj 30, 2006, BtoLidurater EnergJ LLC ["Broad~atct Energ, ') iircd an 

dpp11~a11un under secilun '3 oc the N;ililraf Giis -4cf J"K.I;Aa') and Par: 153 of the 

Commlsston\ rulez and rcgauldtiuns in Uockct No CP06-54-000 seelung authorizat!un lo LAC, 

consmct and operate an offchorr hqud~od natural gas ("LC'G"! recelbmg ronnxritll a d  

assmiatd facliLtirs ("Flimtmg Stursgt: and Regmrii~~txon llnrt FSRU, and Yoke Mooring 

Systt.111 - YMS ) in Lung ldani  Sound 

Also on January 10. 2006, Dmadwtei P~pelirte I LC' I' Rrtldduaier P~pellile'? 

concurrcntlj filrd an application rqmsting ji) tn Po~ke i  H3 CPOfz-55.0011, a ~erliSicdt~ ol 

publlc wn'ierueilce and necessity, pmhuant lo S~ibpart A of Part 157 of the Co~~rn~&~i.sron's 

regulations duthorl~mg Brodt lacr  Plpclmnc tn ransuuct, o%iitt and mlrin%din d 30-1nt11, 22- 

unde FUJ) set1 ldtersl a h  a B I I I ~ ~ ~ . U S C  pipeline, and (11) in Docket Ntr CPCA5h-000, a blmhet 

cerilficate un~lrr ieiirun 7(c1 ul the hG4 ,md Part 1157 Subpart F at' thv i:umm~s%ian's 

rv~uiatiow nurhuri~~np Brodnawr Pipeline to perform routine nctii.ities in connccrion viirh 

the f,iturc con.ctntcuoo. optratton and mamtmance oi the prop<ist.c! 52-nllIe plpelnle 

Rroad%\at&r I'llergy has re?yuestrd rhet the Cumrnlus~im tss~le a Xnd order grantcng 

them dl necessary nufhonut~nna for tRe Broadwater 1 U(3 proie~t in Ilocket Nos. CPO6-54- 

OCO, CP06-55-oi: srxi CPO6-56-000 (the "'Braadwater UmLets' ] by Wdrih 31.2007 
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Qn Ko\enrbrr 17.2006 the Cnmrni\uon, m cooprr;rllcn ~ 5 t h  the U S Coast Guard. 

L S I:nbrronn~enl.s,l Piotectrui* Agcuzej. 1% A m y  Corps 04 t n g ~ n e r ~ s  fb-ASt3K). National 

O C ~ ~ I X  a11d .4tmVspicno ~~&nini%lrstton, Ndlurtlld~ blanne 'f.l%henec Senice, and tho hew 

Yorb Dcp&tnent ot Starc, issued a Dl& Fublronrnenrd liopac-1 Skieiilznt ("'DFIS ') inr an 

I h C  rmpori terminal and %as pipel:rrc propowd b-u Rtnadv~qrer h e r g y  and Rruiidq.,ztcr 

?l?tiine 4:\0 On \~Vei?~x: 2006 &z ~ . o ~ : t ~ ~ n  J S S ~ ~  the %UL; bf ~'-iaig&,~i :> 2 t  

9:afl B,~tr.jmcnlal impa~t Srca:mert $0; the ilro:iosed Dioaai%atcr Z W  lirojcci\ (tbe 

*ho\ cmber 17 UoZ?ce7" I I I I I ~ ~ I ~  Ulc subsdi~run uf ,rntten L u r n m b  err. ihe IIElS to be Wed 

%lth Ihe Cnitlmtwron on ol herbrc .lsnuarj 23. 2007 The P.intr~.t: alsu la%ilCd mtcmstcd 

ptiillei lo iile ntdrona to lntenene In rhe Wrlidd~ba%r.r Durkctz bayed on tke rssuance of Ibe 

Ut iS 

As nuled above. CSC ownb, opcritlcs and i?mln!dnb the Cmss-Saul~d Cable crosslilg 

tong Island Youmi horn Ncw Haves, CT to Shoreham. N V  LSC has revieued t h  matt FTS 

issued as sel l  a* attending szleisi meetl,hg& wtiout h e  Broudratci Pmject in both CT s ~ d  UY 

If the Cornm~ssion should %ran? Rruadw7ater a lientiit to constnlct iht project ;u currenii~ 

proptiwd, ihc ruhiea nrpeirno pon-on nl the p?WJtXt v.ill cross-aver (on top of') the Cross 

Soilnd C'abIe t.aasinrsslon cable a1 approxin&ately MiIepr31nl S 0 

L SL has ser1nu.i carrcerns regariiing ihe ~nsiallal~on mcthiidulogv rinJ necrssnp. a i  

%+ell as ihc sliorr and long-term impact.: of ~nstallrng a111 mjlntaining the rubied p~yebne the 

Sper~al Cilnrlru~tic,n T~chnrqwi for Cable Crossings as p~sst-n9ad in Section 2.3 2 2 md the 

7)psal korcigil iflliiry ilrossii~g Drawing shswn rn Appendix C-3, raCl IN short of any iannal 

coristtuction plan As stated in Sections 3 5 2 2 ~ n d  5 2 (Condllron ~ 2 1 )  or the DEIS. the 

C urninisston hds req~t~rcd that "jpjsinr 10 construerinn, Rroadwater dnclop, rn trrnsulratiun 
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mtl1 AT&T and U)e CSC, site-specific coa%truction. platlu that \*add a \ ~ ~ d  inlpdcl% ~u the 

rrhlrrre5 7he pinos ebitli be Gied akL2 the S~&i~ldly ,  fw rcvieiy. and written approiral h~ the 

13iircctor ot OEP " *ilthough Bradwater old CSC ha9 prelmn:~;uy discuss~ons ifi Jai) oT 

2005 \%~.ith respeei to rhe crossmg of tht prpclme overthe transmls.iron cable no agreemeill on 

r Lonstmrilort ~1ms iring-;em- iri~~gaxfircn mwsxrei b ~ c r  r:~c/red < SC i~ecognlzes thar 

L ihr DElS are subsequently iochdcd m dte EEIS rlccordmngly, CSC has a direct icl.iexsL in Ihc 

owcome of thev proceedmgs tildt CRnflOl be dequdtely represented b:, dnq other pmly 1 ctr 

kese rc;easens rr ts appropr:atc Chilt CSC bi- pem~ttcd to inmvcnc 111 these proccedtngs and to 

parltcipillc w ~ l h  itit1 rights ns a pdr14. 

V. CQFmIERTS 

C'FC %auld dsu hke $Q ptovjJe con>nxmt$ QiI the fmd physical location of the FSR11 

and YblS U'hZle kerr arc ~~umcrous. potenl~ai IrnpdLtX from the oicrail prc>jject that tile DElS 

recol~rres dnd d d r e ~ ~ e s .  only 4 of' these lapacts d?c drrcctly efrwtcd b) tlie wtual pht.sccir1 

IocaIton ilacitl~de and Iongih,dede) of f ie  FSRlJ atid YhfS wtihrn Long Islarid Soutltl, 1 hey are 

11 T MG Safer> i-acioxs (aisla~ce from shure and populatlon'l, 2)  Sedimontat~on Diblt~rbanw: 

[length ufpipelhnc bu:~dl id ut~lity crussmgs], 3) Vlhiral Lmpcts (d~stat~ce from \hare) and 4 )  

Tmlmcts on Shtppit~g (dtstutbxnce to known translr, Irunes) 

0619-1 

Section 4 4 2 3 of the DrIS di$cw~rq drernarive Iuciitrons ufthc I.SKI \\?thin 1,ong 

Is lad  Sound I ~gurr 4 4-1 shc,~,  ib rune irroicnd Ihc pruposcd luwtlon ll?al ~vouid malatain a 

cond~tmn th  ~nclddzd in rlxt  rC1S should it be pmtntnd, or to otllct-wise cnsurc Ihal a)) qer. OC19-1 M i o n  5 1 5 of the final ElS includes a recommendation requiring that 
Broadwater negotiate a sitespecifi c uti I ity cross1 ng plan to the satisfadion 

condttions tegardtng the a b i c  L P O S S I ~ ~ ~  \%hi& maj  be rcqu~rcd bq pntcnt~al m o r n ~ c n t ~ ~ u s  to of the owner of each affeded I inear uti Iity prior to pipel ine condrudion 
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tr3ioirnum o f7  nnles trnm shore The putpose i.i w mainrsio a niin~mum of 7 miles to pro;:de 

suffiiiaenr safety ?ones as well as reduce the vrsun? mrnpdct ol'the termanal Ilnc: r n * d j s ~ s  c l ~ m i  

thur wlille moving ihc iermlnd funher tu Ihe nest rzould resulr m redu~ed rmpaerv un :hi. 

R e  ivnglh ct t h ~  cubsed pyclile cnuM he sl~i~rtui~tii, and hcnrhta ?mp&t.: 
redu,e~l. by locaiiun lire FSKL -chest of !he p r o p o d  lucatmn slllrin ?he ,veil 
tbnt IS at ieast 7 rn~ies Born shore IJouet.er, the commercial tmfijjs anulysrs 
idcscnicd -n kc t in t i  3 7 i )  1nd:cdtc~i that north-south vci~cl  tnovcinellt 
in;rz~%es fr1m1 $. rcldhricl) Iuw knritf  at thc proposed lir~dtioa lo brghcr 
dcnsrtles west oof ihe site 5% 2 cun~idcnd tne ptentlal impact to rn~rrme 

As discussed in Sedions4.4.2 and 4.5.2, the final ElS considers a number 
of variables in evaluating the potential environmental impads of both the 
proposed and alternative LNG terminal locations and pi pel ine routes. The 
commentor is corred in stating that locating the FSRU and sendout 
pi pel i ne 8 to 10 mi I es west of the proposed location would shorten the 
pi pel i ne length and reduce the associated pi pel i ne construction i mpads of 
the pi pel ine needed to t ie i  n to the existing IGTS pi pel ine. However, the 
sendout pi pel i ne would tie in to the I GTS pi pel i ne much farther upstream 
than the pi pel i ne location proposed by Broadwater. Sedi on 4.5.1 of the 
final El S explains that transporting significantly more natural gas through 
this pi pel i ne f rom a point closer to Connedicut and then south to Long 
Island and New York City would require a combination of pipeline 
modifications and additional compression along the I GTS pipeline in Long 
I sland Sound or onshore on Long Island. Finally, an FSRU sited in 
Connedi cut waters woul d result in greater visual i mpads to Connedicut 
coastal residents than the I ocati on proposed by Broadwater. 

CSC bel~eveq th,x tius analysis a~t~ta l fp  overstates tile potet1t1d impacts on shlppmg. OCl9-3 Sedlon 4 4 2 2 of theflnal ElSdlscussesthe posltlveand negatlveaspeds 
of an alternate FSRU locatlon approxlmatel y 4 miles west of the proposed 

L h\10 \aFcty ard i.iswi lmnpacts, whllc hiling to g:vc p r o ~ r  consldcrdtlun it, the potcntral FSRU locatlon Plpellne~nstallatlonadlvltlesresult lnanlmpadto 

reduction 11% .iedimcnt rmpacts tor 11 shorter ptpcl;oe %vPdeh also a m d s  a utrl~ty ciosv~ng approxl matel y 10 acres of seafl oor per ml le of pl pel I ne, and these 
construct1 on I mpads woul d prl marl l y be temporary to short term Whl I e 
the alternative FSRU ate would result In reduced construct1 on I mpads, an 

r Accnrdtt~g m Flg~~rc  3 7-2,  re!oeat~ng the FSRU and YM9 tenninai to the west a 

drstmcc ot 6 nnles or pre;rter uoutd hkei? h e  a nntrceable Impact nn rccreattnnai dud 

cornmenldl ihii]pir,& Hirwtlier. reloeatmq the krniinzl ti> the '.iew about 4 tntlrs v+nuld place 

the kn11iniP1 m ii joltex use yndrant iban the cnrrilnt proposal (atx k b g w  5 7-2) 

Cci~%$deratton rnuqt be gtlen to thc fae? tha? thts kcation \+nuid incremc the length of tims fur 

sn LYCr tanker to tws i t  tl,e wwld, but trabehng at 12htnts ( 7 LO 4 J LNG isessd C~nrut to 

thc Braadfiatel LNG Project), the mcrtase would be less than 20 minutes 

FSRU located at the alternative site proposed by the commentor would 
increase i mpads throughout the 30-year I ife of the Proj ed, including 
Iocati ng the FSRU closer to Long Island and thereby increasing visual 
impads of the FSRU and transiting LNG carriers. This longer trmel time 
in theSound also would translateto greater air emissionsand an increased 
Ii keli hood of traffic conflicts relative to the Projed as proposed. Finally, 
the final ElS finds that the crossing of a utility cable is achievable without 
incident or significant bottom disturbance with adherence to the specific 
conditions identified in Sedion 5.2. After weighing the short-term impads 
to approxi matel y 40 acres of softbottom substrate against the long-term 
i mpads to visual resources, air emissions, and other i mpads of longer 
carrier transits in Long I sland Sound, we must conclude that the alternative 
location does not provide a significant advantqe over the proposed 
location. 

Organizations and Companies Comments 



OC19 - Cross Sound Cable Company, LLC 

Rcicrnnig digdin to Flgurc 4 J- I ,  relocating me term~nal about 4 males to the west 

dFprS to allow EBroildwatrr the abliib to ninirrta:ti a mimlnum of 8 1niIes froin i h ~  NY ~horc. 

In ncidi;~on. mwing SIC termiml sl~ghtlg to she nc-rth of Sle prtrpi~sed pipcltnr palb ai t h ~ i  

iocat~on w.11 pri)tidc d ige?itx xi?i~uwn d?skamc tram the NV $l:ors, noss6bi.; men 

rnanitzrnang ine p u p ~ i e d  9 in,i~s T t i s  locat oil AOULE! therefore d e r  si;vii:%x m~ni~~:.~l 

rmpa~is on t h L  s d e q  c,onccrns and visual rimpact frotn*he shores ws ;he cutrent propoidl 

i\c~ord~ny: to Broadwater esllmiltes from Table 3 1 2-1, .nsmIla~ion froin ?rlP 0 0 - hZP 

2 O R L I U ~ ~  Impact npproxirnalel! 18 2 a ~ r e s  of sedirnd I he eslimdted rrnpaLt h r n  hfP 2 0 - 

MI? 21 7 would impdct approximately 179.i ac~c.i or ahnut 9 i acres per mile or pjpehnc 

Rdwd on t t ~  eqt1nld?o?. raiucmng t11c p~pelitze lrngtlt!r by 3 miles would therefom rd~inze tlra 

sedirilerlt irrtpa& by about 36.4 ~cres I his x+ould also reduce ihw irnyacts bq the e.51irn~m.I 

O l aclrs at fl1c cabk crowing, uhach GSG cmsiiters to be a mndca cstimrtte nt the 

d~sntrbmee Discormtrng the Impact nf anchor stseep urllch 1s already a eondmon nE the 

DEIS. the remaining estimated sedstnent impacts totaled 2 15 5 acres Tlicrefore, $he 4 mile 

rciocatron ~rould rli.j~tlt i~ nn overall rcdlictiiin nizediment Impact\ by nppxitxirniltelq 17 1% 

(I78 7 acres) 

I,astl>, theie nrc both the honefits of avotdng sctlimontation d~stwhanci: as \\otl as 

elrm:nat~ng the ptpel~ne expowe and use of concrete mdrtre5cau at Me cro%aing Bawd on 

CSC's remnt axgerLerlce \with subinarine pnwr cable ~tls!allatiosls and tclecninmunscat~on 

cable brusslngs, tlioic are m\w~nbiy imhreseen com~?t6caXlon~ Ittat drlsr Ar)~hors, the anbscd 
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plow, concretc n~dtire'w.i a ~ d  nltter potenltd sriurces of inechjlt~~cal ddmdge to Cross-Sound 

Carrblc must be given paper +ole9 ptecauions The ~csult  IS a costly and i~me  ci>lnumm+ 

pocess Though CSC IS confiddnt !ha1 ti Lrossing could k compbted i.nczrlw1~ and rafsly, 

tlr~rc ate detiniic ildvantsgcs to avnidtng d:c cmgstng ctlti).getl~cr 

CSC te11e;es :ha? rile i'oianiiss~on, 4C'l)ir. ma .C'o*ut ~ ~ u u r d  +noi:il give $omlrierai;on 

ti; r r ioc~l~ng the FSRI' and UbtS lenwnal apptoxi~fldle,\ 4 I T . I ~ C L  to file wed and possibl~ .a 

shol dlsta~ice north ('SC hac, tiicluded marked up drasmrgs 1.7-1.3 7-2.3 11-1 and 4 4-1 as 

attach~nents showng a p r o p o d  relocntio~i io an ditemste s~te  appr~)iir;rdrcij 4 m~lcs west nt 

rhc proposed Iocat~il~rr "his locatitm addreacs all of !he ririnp Lntcr1a dppropriately b~ 

maintani~ng rn~r-trrnal ~rnpmis on I h G  Saicty and m~uuual V~sudl In~pacts, reducrnsg 

Srd~mentawn Uisturbiince b) apprournaelq 17% add men potenttall: mdwing ihrpplilg 

Impacts ha~ed on the presented Vmel Tntf ic Denb~ty data promded. Xhile CSG rccopuzes 

:bar the d i . i c ~ s s ~ ~ t i  of linpgns as preuentnted m;re not iilt~rnaicly bc su;ficicnt 1~1st~fi~xbo11 to 

relocate the lenntnc.l we strcmglj belleve ihal based on t?e mio~matuon prot~deti 11.1 rhe LIEIS, 

rhere rs adequate reasontog presented ior the Cnmrnis.;ron, dCOF and thi. C oar Guad lo grve 

senocis cans~derallon to lhrs polerriial altri%~t~vz t m n d  Iocalicn I f C  luohs ton~ard 10 

working utfh all of the ages~ies  and Rroadnaim to nmke sure thin trnpuk oFtli~b project are 

rnrnrm17rd regardless rrt the ti& ioca1;an of the FSKU and YMS 
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WliLMkOKL, iur h e  torcgsmg rcusons CSC reipectfully subm~ts tl~af if Itas a 

drrect a~d  .iu'c.ilsnuai inteiest 111 iaties !nix addressed 111 riua i>rucecit~ilg that canna1 he 

arlequately represenred bii ary orher part3 *and should be pemuficc to intcl-ienzt all(? t~ 

odr31~~p~I.c U1;rem ~v :!I#( if+ zgkh  r e  pr,.lesi*d .$ad :*a: it mdi i)rcs:rt ils pcs1I.Cn it lfh 

rcspm* to my ~s iue  of I2ct or la*+ that ma% arise CSC ie.spt%thil, rcqucais thar 115 rnmnli.?ts 

be corrstdered and ihc relief rrques4i.d he iricluded in Ihc findl PJS irsued Eir rho ~~roicct 

Urron Peabody Lt I' 
401 Ninth Slrcet, Y Vv 
Sure 900 
Uashingtt3n. 1>C 2000.1 
202-585-8318 
20:-585-8080 (fax) 
~&ikged~r@n;y~i~pc~.h-j.L "can1 1 e-mail} 
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Organizations and Companies Comments 





OC1 -Wading River Civic Association 

b Alihorigh yotr dotad wiconulll~rc benefits to iwal  authaniiul you do not provrde 
sorimrzr of the m u u e t ~  coats that nrrght have .Lo be borne by iocei autlicnrics as pan of 
an cn~ergcrc) mspnrr plan Would locsl ~uthoucies in Co~uecrlcui sot m y  of the pilot 
pa) rnenta or aharc in any 3F (be eosu related to providing secunt) for the Biusdwatitcs 

' '  I I Y .  . , I , I i t ,  t ,  I i t l  : ., ,, < ,  , J,... Of ,  

1 .  I > , < I  I !.:c I ', L .  ~1~ ~ , l J l  t '.,.!I! I 'I<- 3 : I ~ t ! . t l  L . ,  ,I!., , ! ! ! i ,  s i ! ~  2 

'%\ I I 11,  \ ~ V , I [  .I! iira.,,i,,< ,*,,r 18, I,W::\ 

8 fhe Coasl Guard rs 1111 record that "adaitaoua? nsooms aould be rrwbil lo mittgale 
saiety attd wsecun1.r nsfs msocrated with the Broedwliter h j u c r ,  dappmud," Howo~er 
a news a.r~cle by Enc Luplon .published on 1W9106in t h e m  Timos."'B~ll~ons later, 
Pian Cii R c m ~ l e  the Coasr: Guard Rect Sit: ttbicc"&qId l l l lRI l l~~~.b~~l l l l~  absotia!d 
,, , I I 16, .<,I. ,I,,> I s .,,: ( , l  !b! . ,,,b% ,,r!!,i,$ll ! !  lo!..,, i s ,  c I 1  ,,.: IIC,. I \  ,I> :,)I l t  I., c ! 
' ,  1, , I : , t  ,. . : , , , I  :,.it,, i ,, 8 ,  If!,. i , c  5: < t::%, .,.,.. '!,.I , I 1  ii c . .  ,>!\ 8 1  lit,. :I,.: 
1 t I :  1 I I !  , < ! 8 . .' 1 I I ! !  !ill- I !  . 1 1  i I 1: l 5 , :  

,laiiiiri\ s l iol~ s agelost iemnrts The sctvneo has  bet11 forccii ru LUI b ~ k  sr, patmis, and, 
at tin~cs ,lgaoic (IPS; from other frdenl agcncccr ahti t  dnlg smugglns 'I he dtkcitltrer 
NILI uely grow murc acute In the Fert fcw ycan asoid boats far1 and repia~errients an not 
nady " I I liglit olriiula pioblsltrus IS the f)asr?rt Fuails iib~l~ty w taiagaic rafoty and 
security ijsk apsoc~strrd with theBradwater Pmjecl maltstic orcdrbfe? 

mu oui oFactron by an lntonlrivnai or unmteatrawl inetdmt for an errcndcd pmod d 

has icnously fisaed and porl)  rcsea~ncd. They runher indbsated their tbc UEIS Fai1.i to 
pmurde adequate d l i a  to back up 11s coni-l%tuoos fkKC should revrow and rctpnd to 
rhrsc: conernis 111 the FEIS, 

1 1 Thi. DEtS mn~cales Bmadwrtrr might use c~tber Por2Jeflersrlrr or Cnenyuo for 
noshom support seruiocs for oinc FSRLI end piptiuss The FE1S shou1d iiid~cdie the bmt 
wquixcld for the rugs rhsr are b e n l a  at these facrlriles lo reach the FSRII or rRe LNG 
ldnkcm in frlllllleit. 

OC20-4 If the Projed receives initial authorization to proceed, prior to initiation of 
condrudi on Broadwater would work with federal, date, and local qenci es 
to develop a Facility Security Plan (as outlined in 33 CFR 101-105) and an 
Emergency Response Plan (as descri bed i n Sedi on 3.10.6 of the fi nal El S) 
for the Projed. The planning teams would identify the equipment and 
resources needed to implement the plans; as discussed in Sedion 3.10.6 of 
the El S, the Emergency Response PI an, would include a Cod-Shari ng plan 
that would address f undi ng provisions for agency participation in 
emergency response and security actions. If the fundi ng qreements cannot 
be developed to the satisfadion of the participating qencies and 
Broadwater, and if the needed resources are not available, FERC would not 
authorize construdi on of the Proj ed. 

OC20-5 Liability issues are beyond the scope of our environmental review. 

OC20-6 The commentor has accurately noted that the Coad Guard would need 
additional resources to implement the mitigation measures for managing 
the risks associated with operation of the FSRU and the LNG carriers. As 
described in Sedion 8.4 of theWSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), if 
FERC authorizes the Broadwater Projed, the Coast Guard would prepare a 
proposal to obtain additional personnel and equipment to implement its 
safety and security recommendations. Neither FERC nor the Coad Guard 
would allow operation of the Project unti I the appropriate safety and 
security measures are in place. 

OC20-7 Sedion 3.6.8.7 of the final El S has been revised to address the economic 
i mpad of a catastrophic went associated with the proposed Proj ed. 

OC20-8 Responsesto the specific technical comments by the expertswho td i f ied 
before the Connedicut LNG Task Force are provided in Table 2.2-5 
(Appendix N in this final ElS). 

OC20-9 Sedion 2.4.4.4 of the final ElS has been rwised to providethis 
information. 
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OC1 -Wading River Civic Association 

12 Tlir DHS eenldtnt no drscuss~on of the swLna, heat canten./ Btu conknt of LNG 
1rnp;rtod fmrn v a i w s  sroaq The FElS shoirld deal with and sprsrfy whctbcr rt s 
Broduatol"r Ir,te?l lo acquire supply from hiigena LNG, h a  FEIS should atsit deilitl 
xlio is respnsible far agiusrjng the hear vduc of the nardrsl gas ~ m p o n d  by 
Rroaduater, the rmprier or  ihr ppdrne e o m p m y ~  

1; Thc DDS coFla!ns no rcvlw of the w e  of Amnroola an  the FSRU Tlw FEIS should OCZ@l2 [ 
tI&nl) f i n d  when i t  %ill b driirmhlr d r o a i n d  on lucni b u u r s  

OC20-10 Sedi on 2.4.2 of the fi nal EIS has been revised to include additional 
information on gas interchangeability. Regardless of the source country, 
natural gas delivered into the I GTS pipeline would be required to meet the 
tariff requirements. 

Sedions 2.1.1.6 and 3.10.2.4 of the fi nal El S address the use of odorant on 
the FSRU. If Broadwater receives initial authorization from FERC, it 
would be required to prepare an Emergency Response Plan (see Sedion 
3.10.6 of the final EIS), an SPCC plan (see Sedion 3.2.2.1 of the final 
El S), and a hazardous materials Facility Response Plan (as out1 i ned in 33 
CFR 154). These plans would address the use and potential for release of 
hazardous and toxic materials, including the odorant used, and the 
emergency response procedures that would be fol lowed if an incident were 
to occur during operation of the Projed. FERC must approve the 
Emergency Response PI an prior to final approval to begin construdi on. 
Consequent1 y, Broadwater would have approved plans for the transport, 
storage, and use of odorants prior to operation. 

OC20-12 The required plans descri bed in our response to comment OC20-11 would 
address the use of ammonia on the FSRU. Sedi on 3.10.2.4 of the final El S 
addresses the potential consequences of an accidental release of ammonia 
on the FSRU. 

Organizations and Companies Comments 



OC21 - Giuliani Partners, LLC 

. 8 L , I I '  , '  I . '  . t . : <  . 8 .  . !  I - I  . ..dl 
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, .  , : F ~ , , , ,  :,, t i s <  ! , r ,  L , ' ~  <.>R ,,. t i  is.' , I .  . !i ,... :Os. ,. .t!k..t.. 

r . i I! !: . . . :.,..ti!. .. ,< -- ' . . L .  - . . , . ,ILL,:' . . ~k 

ioitigav~n. and p~bl l i  safety ei7rm h m  CtiuIa-qi Partitmi dnd ii.ii%iruri: i I r, our -ranrime 
u%m I i) pirrlndr 

%Lay iecticliy, and ~ I I ' I ~ I  11) have k e n  top o n m r i i  Lr Bro6~d\t~dter :con1 rhc or  it i hc 
p opcsed fac::i& v-I1 hale slrngailt secu7ty neasirer, te:IuroIo;c. md proied~iz-s iim a,ll 
inat or c~ce td  ~flmernotidd and QdcrU: rqi1,rrnenh ,qcludir): ltrocc sc: firnil m the i)F IS and 
ihc F S i o a u  rtharfrreccnt Ui?ierv, fuiinl" hi) kern? t"U.iK ) in fad his ir one ii the 
p-iacipa irasaoni :hat GIL iani Pattiter\ agreed in pro\ ide cor~sult - ~ g  ~L";~(ICIS to t s ~  P~OICII-I 

%ncc iatc 2I:iirl. our lcaqi ha coadtccted an extrnare ar.a.ys,~ cf the s c l u  I) 0 1  the piopsei 
Cac~i~t>. aqdr we \iibmri.:d cur prel~liii~l~ry seturii) awcqsnznr m the I' S Crasi G a d  in mtd- 
?iiFi> &ctdnt,i pule ihdt l%iz u,~r6 ii.11 ~ ,~ i i l i r i i e  l h ~ t ~ ~ g h o o f  ~ h r  de\i@t anti i i l ~ , i ~ l c t ~ ~ i n  01 b 
i d ~ l h )  Our ma)~ic has dxern~ned tha in:: propo,eo llrod~uiiroier fdc~lriy curl be sec~red 
riti-cr~i.eI} mJ \&hen wured n-rqxr > ir%iuId nil prcvnt 8 ik-eat IC rile p p c  2 ionsalong Lc*,g 
lo  e?j Sahlld, W sirringl) suppm, Che ibmd agulatorj prsceis. w&c3 has and coirlruz~ :o 
wrb~ect Uroad\wer -a rigorill sand erten.;l*e nral) ris ot all aspet.; of tire pru.msaq 

which ii.lrq the prrrc~~r oi a biillsthiaii\c process urlb a large il.inrber ct mabeiroldern -*cia 811 awund 
i ang liiaod 'roidrd Jc,mrnid chat Brt>d*dier can be mad:: ~ i i ~ t a h k  For 1 sng island Smrd p e n  
t' e ,iphr~entaLion ut'd I V L  ah:rufappn p,?dic nsfelj dl u ~ L C U ~ I ~ )  mehrura  out ISL l i t  die UCR. 

The I 'i (*air i,uarJ I.; the lead ?t'ceetal agency responsible fur n:iign!ioi> isfee and poi? XTUIIS~ 

>,.I.. ,\. 1 .!I1 . i , . 8 . 2 . .  2 a ! , .  :, . \. . ! . .i . : ,  . :.tIl.>: -. :. c . $ 8  ,. ',,.;.- 
1.2 ,!,. ! . . I , . I I  I . .  . ! - ,. , ..z: !!.I .!. , .I.,:. . t  ! . .i, I . :. re.! . : 

: . i I . , L ,  . -:I .'. . i l  I \ .  . .. . 1.1::. .. . < I . ;  ... .. :. .. I.,... 
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OC21 - Giuliani Partners, LLC 

Rroadwarer iuilv expected the %'%It tii o i ~ i i r e  se iu l i i  and .;diet; muuiren-eri.. a5 15 ;.vtonsn tor 

Vie \% 'IR nr r rs  dlnt 'Tvc-e :wscurre~tl) no I,nnan creJ!Ms rilrnatir;; ngatnst the proposed 
Brnad\>aicr h e r @  ,c,l~t?." I ?e %,R ~ l s n  nr u s  that in* t3tEdwrrd l u i s ~ u n  01 he IJ~I~ILL ever 8 
inl1es frilin hc~r YuiL dl L ILI rntiIi.6 frdia Cui~iic.  ILK^ pfu~idri ~ 3 1  iiv.~il baldy and K L U ~ I ~ ~  

knaii i ianrl reuurbes the Lcili,) 5 atianivcnos. d i  a terrisri~t i a i ~ e t  C J i i i  anirl>bi~ @@i39b aibi tl~r.~. 
conclmion.; 

OC21-1 Thank you for your comments 
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OC22 - South Nassau Communities Hospital 

omem tbf tk Ellld 

R E  Back&Nos. 6-03- and C W S S a  

Wmw R hakc &rrrh.*: 
, . 

xrvm Saw 
I am providing this lmcr in w n j m i o n  uith rhc public commcnl period of 
the FEKC's x n c w  of h e  lh I?  Fnbimamcaral I m w r  SLvrnenr ftjr 

Vikc C b r m r n  Mmadwalcr I lner~y.  

I ikc uthcr hcalrhcan: providers m Kcu Yo* Stale, in my role as prcsidcnt of 
%uth Navrau Commumaes f losptd. 1 am greatly concen~ed &our the hgb 
colt and Jcpcndable $upply of energy. With 435 MY, 820 a n d i n g  
physicians kod 2JOO employees, we arc one of chc largest wmmunity based, 
leaching hospitals in the s a c .  Wc arc aIw among a handful of financially 
indqxndcnr horpicsls on I.mg lslmd 

SOU& 1Er'w C t b m m * ~ ~  H@@ ba -fly me of the 
l a m  c x v i a n s  oo Long I r M  ia m t  P l d n g  fa this 
170600 w- foot pjcct, Iaelurla d e l ~  tht ooaf this m 
fercjlity, a c e d  md As you  MU^ wnc, manda 

Ker Hank! K. Uwhw 
Rumundo ,apl 1 am writing to c x p m  my suppon for dtc MNaJwarcr Encrgy Itqucfied 

~ohn Mrrioh r u t d  gcu facility. I baw hs support of Broadwater on four facton: 

OC22-1 Thank you for your comments 
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Unofficial FERC-Oeaerated PDF of 20070124-0144 Recelved by FERC OSEC OltlEitZ007 in Docket# CP06-54-00 

* 

Ms. Magdie R Salas 
J m w  9,2007 

3. Ihe pro)ec; 13 v~tdly lmportmt fur h e  r c ~ o n ' s  sonumy and quality 
of life es our residents and busmesses already pay some of thr: highest 
natural gas prices in the d a n .  The DEIS said that the ~g ion ' s  
dcnmdfor~naturd gru is rising. and d w  new supplies &come 
available, we will face incrcaping price prcssurc and volatility. 

energy generahi un lnng  Island, while matly increasing the 
efficiency of our eltctrical generation. The older, oil-fired plantp that 

stofourpo~nrm 'on's largest polluhx. 
m d d h  hpam~ ng new cleaner planls, 

wd cleaning up our old plmte. 

Finally, 8s the N Y S  Delpmenr of Sta!e revim B W w m ' s  Coastal 

brrilding new iure asah0.n. The 
shauhl be disea-alely ~ v a l d  bssed on the bGst availabie mien= 
in teachina a ~on~lmion btst BEIVCB. the mtcrest of Lam I s id  and 

ce: W m a r  EIlioa Spitu?r 
Co Rcvinv Unit, Bi+ion o f C d  R 
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OC23 - New York City Economic Development Corporation 

Unofficial FERC-Oeaerated PDF of 20070126-0096 Recelved by FERC OSEC 01/24/2007 in Docket# CP06-54-00 

OR~OINAL 
FILED tto*i~limsmd 

&FFlCE OF THE WMC NI 1~513s 
STGhE7ARY 212 679 5000 

_c. l tHEiiGY_ 
-i,.;-Sl lr;,Y CGMMtSslith 

Magalie R. Salw W* 
Federal Encrgy Regufadoly Commission 
$88 First Street N E 
W d i n b o n ,  D.C. 25426 

DEarScc-salas' 

Re: B d w a w  LNG Energy %?]act, FERC Iheket Nm. CP06-54-000, CP06.55-01X) 

In N o w e m  of 2006, the EBdaal E n w  R c d a t w y  C o m ~ s e m ,  following a 
nvlew conducted In eonjunction wrih the United Stat*, CoasiI Guurd nnd a number of 
other qencrcs, issued a DraA Environmental Impact Statcmmt (DEIS) for rhc 
Rroadwatcr Liauefied Nanual Cias (LNG) E n e m  Pmiect (herean. Broadwater). . . 
Rrodwater is a pn>pwal lo rnwr a floating liquefied natural gw ficil~ty, approxunrucly 
nine mil= off thc coast of Evtrhesd, New York. The facility would reserve hpmenls 
of LNG, whch would then be stored, regasified md to Long lslsnd and New 
York City through an inlerconncction with the hquo i s  G& ~ransrnission S p t m  In 
sum, the L)EIS concluded that wth appropriate mingation measures, the Pfqcct would 
have limited cnriranmmtal impwla. 

the abilily to ensure adequate 9nd afbrdable el&city g m d o n  m m e s  here. 

Ma.wr Mictwl Rlwmberg in  2lW3 dimlal the Nrw York City Ewnornic 
I)cvelopment Corpnratron to organize and lead a publ~c-private Emrgy P o l ~ y  Task 
Force, whrch would wmprchcns~vely assess the City's energy needs and nxornrnend 
fPeEjfic policim and p m m s  to mett thoae needs. The Task Farce r e l d  rts initial 
fmdinga in January2W in a Kepari eniitlcd "New ?'a& City Energy PoIicy: An 
Elactiici'ty Rmurce R&lpn that d&ls an ~ntemted stfategy mrr?pnslng energy 
supply, m e r g ~ ~  ctellvqin cWe. &&bn'buled murrw ilnd pvemmenlal tnitlatives 
R8m New 'fork GI&. Among the o m W  reaommendanaw made in Ihe Task Fone 
Rep@# IS lo ''srgyrart d~vcrsity of kl svpply," includia the "develomnt of gas supply 
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OC23 - New York City Economic Development Corporation 

Unofficial FERC-Oeaerated PDF of 20070126-0096 Recelved by FERC OSEC 01/24/2007 in Docketti CP06-54-00 

As proposed, Broadwater would diversify the City's energy supply by providing8 
sipnhcant amount ~f nat-I p thnt is not subject to existing ~orth Amen- supply- 
wd hansrnission wnstraints. A: present. the principal source of gas supply to the City is  
dcliveq over long-haul pipclincs, prirnanly from the GulfCoast and Westcrn Canada. If 
p l d  into xn ice ,  B d w a t e r  would create an additional and far mmproxlmatl: 
a W 1  gas hlpply mwe.  

At a peak send-out of spproxirnfitcly one billiotr cubic feet per day, Bmadwater 
would appreciably increase the delrvery capability of natural gas to New York City. 
Such prwluutiun from Braadwak would supply mou& gar to tLel suhstantral gas-find 
e l t x ~ c t t y  gtnasrim capa~lty. To rhe extent these pGj&ons are borne out, Bmadwaa 
would also impmw on the energy prices 

such an alternative fuel s a m e  

An ahundant supply of natural gas would not vnly help msurr that energy 
demands are rncl as the C~ty conlmues co grow, it would do so with the most efficient and 
clean-bum~ng fossil fuel. In order to meet anticipated air quality and climate change 
duc t ion  goals and to r-er the City's older power plants. it  is crittcal lo have an 
afTordable and rel~able supply of natural gas. Such plaats ye charact&zed by higher 
levcls of air ernissimq, and their nplacment would itselrbenefir the entire rqional 

The prospect of an alternate source of reliable natural gas is thw a critically r irnpEUnt me ~ X M I  Uul it rn br r d e  wmpatibl with mviromentai 

L Yark City and the mmpolluba region, 

0523-1 

Chair, 
Nw Yo& Civ En- Polrcy Task Form 

rcquiremcnts, as is suggcstod by thc DEIS issued by the Comrnrssion. I s(rungly 
m u r a g e  your consideration of the Bmadwater Project at a means to help ensure the 
energy dir~enty, reliabrlity and aWurdabilicy that is ntally n d c d  Tor the tiiture ofh'cw 

Senior Vlca Resident, 
Energy % Telecomrnunrcatior~s Depsrtmcnt 
h'w Yurk C ~ t y  Fsunornic 

lkvelopmmt Corporation 

OC23-1 Thank you for your comments. 
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OC24 - Connecticut Harbor Management Association 

January 12, 2007 

Mr. Rrchatd L. Tomer 
Chief, Regulatory Branch 
U.S. Amy Corps of wineers New York C~strict 
Jacob K .  Zavits Federal Bulld~ng 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278-0090 

Srrbjact: P u b L i e  Notice W e x  2006-00269-L6 

Dear ivlr. Toner: 

Thrr; Board of Directors (Boa-dl of the Corxectlcut Harbor Manage- 
ment Assoc~atzon (CHEriA) has reviewed Publlc Notsee Xu&er 2006- 
00265-L6 issued by the U S. Amy Corps oE Gngxneers New York 
Dlstrict (USACE) concernmg a propoeal by Broadwater Energy LLC 
and amadwater Plpeirne LLC to create an offshore L~w~uified 
Natural Gas (LNG) terninal aCd pipeline in Long Leland Sound. 
The Board has also revlawed the Craft Envxronnental Impact 
Statement (Bzrrft ETS) ~ssued by the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Com1ssxon IFElilC) concerning the proposal. 

For reasons stated below, the Board contends that no final actroe 
by eicher the USACE or FERC should be taken on the proposed 
project until the coastal management agency of the State of 
Connecticut has reviewed the proposal co evaluate rte potential 
;,pacts on the coaataf zone of Connect~eut and has determined the 
consrstency of the proposal wlth Connectrcut's Federally approved 
Coaetal Elanagement Program. Failure to mnduot slich a review 
would violate the purpofie and intent sf the Federal Coastal Eone 
Managemenr Act (CZMAl . 
On beheif of the Board I herewlth 8ub~1.t the follow~ng comments 
to the USACE and FERC. 

1. The CHK?s is a Stare-wlde, not-far-profir organization repre- 
senting munlerpal harbor management commissiom, State of 
Connecticut heroor masters appointed by the Governor, and 
other6 concerned with Connecticut's harbors and marine 
resources. The mission of che CENA 1s to share informatron 
and facilitate roordinar~on to ac?dress rssuefi of common 
interest to its members. 

All fixed facilitiesassociated with the Projed arelocated entirely within 
the date of New Y ork' s coastal zone. Only the proposed moving safety 
and security zone surrounding an LNG carrier could extend into 
Connedicut waters when deviating from the planned transit route in 
response to traffic or weather conditions within Long Island Sound. The 
Coast Guard is responsi blefor ensuring compliance with the CZMA as it 
relates to the Coad Guard' s establ ishment of the safety and security zones 
affedi ng Connedi cut date waters. A coastal state's authority to review 
federal authorizations under the CZMA is approved through the Office of 
Ocean and Coadal Resource Management (OCRM) National Ocean 
Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). A 
coadal program must apply for and receive authorization to review 
proposed adiviti es in other dates. The Commission has no legal authority 
to grant Connedicut aformal role under the CZMA. 
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2 Connectzcut" harbors are Important centers of recreational 
boating, commercial frshlng, and other water-dependent 
actluatres rn Long Island Sound. Our harbors serve as the 
home Forts of tens of thousands of rscreacloml %-esaels that 

nectacut harbors are magor attractlms for-visiting boaters 
who travel to and Lrom harbors on both sides of the Sound. 
These resident and visitrnq boaters generate szgnificant 
economic benefits botb locally and regionally. The viabil- 
lty of all tnnsa boating activities and :he enjoment of 
those who participate in them are influenced hy the qualrty 
of anviranmencal and navigation condrtiona an Long Island 
sound. 

State and privately owned natural areas, provide a varjaty 
of irremlacedble ecoloaical fu~ctlcna and valuee as wall as 
recreaticmal opPortunl~ies. The env~ronmental quality of 
our harbors 1s an important determ~aant of. Connecticut's 
quality of life end is determined 111 great part by the 
environmental quality of Long Island Sound, 

4.  EUrauant to the PPuhlc 'Trust Doctrine, amership af the 
tidewaters within Connecticut's Long Isiaed Sound lnrrsdic- 
tion, the submeraed lands beneath those waters, and the 
plant and anrmtrl irfe ~nhab~tzng those waters is held by the 
Sraze of Connecticut in trust for the benefit of the general 
publzc . 

5. Long laland Sound ;s an estuary of Natlonal Srgnrf~cance as 
designated by the U S  Congress whloh has determined there 
ia a national rnterest In protecting the natural values and 
benefioaal quality of lice aaaociated wrth the Sound. Blmy 
milliona of dollars ha= been allocated by Congress for the 
purpose of implementing the Long Island Sound Comprehensim 
Conservation and Wanagemer.t Plan for protecting and irr~prov- 
ing the health of the So~nd. 

6 .  The states of Connecticut and New York stare jurisdicrisn in 
k n g  lalane Sound, It is recognized by both stazes and by 
Federal courts and agencies, rncluding tks USACB, that 
actions and conditions in one state's ~urisdiction in the 
Sound may have rlrgacts on the other state's jurisdiczion. 

7. Both Cor-nectrcut and New York have state iloaatal management 
programs approved oy the Wilted states Secretary of Comerce 

OC24-2 [ pursuant to the CZMA. The CZNR envisions coordination 
htween coascai states ehariag ;urrsdact~on in a coastal 

OC24-2 PIease see our response to comment OC24-1 
water body such as Long Island Sound. 
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- 
8 The proposed pro3ect would be Located in New York waters a 

ehort dlstance from the Connecticut/New Yvik boundary in 
Long Island sound. Nerthar tbe USACE'n Public Notice and 
attached piafiz nor FELRCW Draft EIS declare the distance 
from the proposed LicjD terminal to the Connecticut/maw Yurk 
boundary in tho Sound The Connezticut Department of Envi- 
ronmental Protection has stated that the frrxed, 0.7-milo 
radium safety and Security zone tnat would he esrabiished by 
the U.S. Coast Guard around tho LSG taminal would oxtoed 
m t o  Connect~cut's jurisdiction. Therefore, we may infer 
that the WG teminal would be located lesa than 0.7 miiee 
from the Connecticiit/Now York boundary. In addition, rrt is 
our understanding that vessels deliverleg WC4 to the pro- 
poeed terminal end the mvrrng safety and security zone that 
would he imposed by the Coast Guard around thoae veaaela may 

- paas through connecticuc waters 

OC24-3 The proposed FSRU would be located in New Y ork waters approxi matd y 
0.6 mile from the New Yorkl Connedicut boundary. 

9. The proposed progect would be tile! Efirsr of its type in Long 
Island Sound. As e result, uee and operation of the LNG 
terminal wouid affect a change in the existing and tradl- 
ttonal ueee and character of the Sound aiid it is reasonable 
to expect that the teminal and the vessels naming it would 
have an impact on the e~rrsrirt~q and traditional oees and 
character of the Sound within the jurisdiction of the State 
of Connecticut. 

10. Neither the USACE" Public Hotrce nor FERG'a Draft EIS 
acknowledge or address the impact of the propoaed proIect an 
the coastal zone of the State of ConnectLcut in Long Ialand 
Sound, ~ncludrnq the impact on the State's tidal and naviga- 
ble waters and environmental reeaurees 

OC24-4 The individual resource sections in Section 3.0 of the final El S have been 
revised to provide additional information on the potential impads of LNG 
carrier transits. Sections 3.3.1 (benthic resources), 3.3.2 (fisheries 
resources), 3.3.3 (fisheriesof special concern), 3.3.4 (marine mammals), 
3.3.5 (avian species), and 3.4 (threatened and endangered species) of the 
final El S, among other sections, discuss potential i mpads to the resources 
of Long l sl and Sound independent of state lines. 

11. Section 30711) (A) of the C Z W  requrrras that each activity of 
a Febral agency within or m&&& leniphaoi~s added1 the 
coaatal sene of each coastal state with an approved coastal 
Rlanagement program ehali he consistent wlth that program to 
the maxlmum extent practicable. Meither the UEACE's ~ublic 

oc24-5 [ Netraa nor FERCas Draft EIS acknowledge or addreae this 
requirement. 

OC24-5 Flease see our response to comment OC24-1 

- 
12. The Board ctmterldz that no final aetron by any Fodaral 

agency, including but nor limited to the USACE and FERC, 
should be taken on the proposed project until the coastal 
management agency of the State of Connecticut has reviewed 0C24-6 responseto comment 0C24-1 
the applicatioll to evaluate the pruposed project's impacts 
on the coastal zone of Connect~cut and has detemined the 
censietency of the applrcatlon with Connecticut" Ccaatal 
Management Program. Fezlure to conduct such a review would 
violate the purpaeo and Intent of the C Z W .  
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In concluszon, the Board braes Connectleut% Conareasicnai - 
delegation and the Attorney General o: Csnnettlcut to Intervene 
lo this procesa as necessary ti! ensuxe: 21 that the Broadwater 
proposal may be properly evaluated by the State of Connect~cvt 
for coneiscency wxth Connectlcutis Coastal Management Program; 
and 21 rhat any decisions by FE2C and the USACE regarding the 
proposal are canalstent wlfh Connecticut" Coastal MmgameBt 
Program to -he maximum extent rzracricabie 

"hank you for >wua: attention to our co.pw?nts. If you have any 
qaestrons or require aey additional infarmatlon, please conzact 
na at 1203)  851-1483 or pxntoj@optar~llne.aet. 

for Meitibers of the Board: 

Mary 8 .  van Cocta, Vlce President, 
Town of Fairfleld Harbor Manago.nant Commiesian 

Louis Allen, Secretary, 
Tovan of Myst~c liarbor Management Commxssson 

Robert N. Sammls, Treasurer 
Town of Stratford Harbor Management Comiseion 

ROSS ldyrne 
Town of Dld Saybrook Iidrhr Management Commission 

Parrick earroll (Alternate nteitiber of ;he Board) 
State of Cenneccseut Harbor Master, Sn~thport 

&Irehael Grlf f in 
State of Connerticdt Bazbor Master, Norwalk 

Moman Hewitt 
Town of O l d  Lyme Harbor Managerent Commsasson 

Peter Balecz 
City of Br~dgepart Harbor Management Commission 

John Roberge, P.E. (Alternate member of the Board) 
Reprasentlng associate members 

Joel Severenee 
T o m  of Chester Yarbor IHanageweac Comrmss~on 

Geoffrey B. Steadnan 
Representing associate members 
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cr? 
Governor N. Jodi Re11 
Cffrcers of the Cor.nect~eur General Assembly 
U.S. Senator Cb~atopher Dada 
J.S.. Senator ,Joseph Lzeberman 
U.S. Representative Joseph Courtney 
U S .  Representative Rosa D k a u m  
U S .  Representative Johrr 8 .  Larsosi 
?l S Representative Chrzstopher Murphy 
U.S. Representative Christopher Shays 
Artorney General R~chard Rlumenthal 
Commissioner of Environmental Proteetion Gina Wearthy 
Federal bsrgy Regulatory Commlsszon 
Broadwater Energy, LLC 
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January 14,2D07 

1 Ms Magalre R Salas 
I sacwwy 
I 

Federal Enemy Biigulatov Co~m~sslon 
888 F~rst Street 
Room 1A 
VVashinMon, D C 20426 

Referanet?: Beck& Mu. CP06-W400 and CP06-%1)aB 

Dear Ms Salas 

The tloaro of Qlreciurs (Boardl of the Csr~nact$cut Harbor Ma1'6ement Assoc$at~on (C~~MAI  
-as Gsvleweo the Draft F ivironmentai impact S'dlement ~Uraft €IS) tss~ed by t i e  Fenoral 
E r e r ~ y  R r g i  aery Comn?.ss,on F t H C j  'Ancernin: a pmpofal by Broadn,rir~ E iefcy LLC and 
Broadvdat.,r P w o e  LLC to create an orshore ~ i q ~  iied Ndldiol Gas LNG1 term nal and 
oloellne Ir Lona island SOL-c The Boa%. has alsc rev exed PLI) c Not ?S N i  TbCr iX6 
;~$~s-LB : isuid b9 the U.3 Amy Corpa of Engineem New York Distnct (USACE) conarnlng 
the pmposal, 

For masons stskd blow, the Board antends that no final action by @!the; FERC or the UWGE 
should be taken on the pro~asad proled ~ n t i l  the coastal management bgency ofthe State of OC25-1 All flxed facl~ltlesassoclated wlth theProjed arelocated entlrdy w ~ t h ~ n  
ConneGticd has re~iewed the propowl to waluate tts potentrat impads on tk wieatFllzone of the date of New York' s coastal zone Only the proposed safety and 
Connecticut and has determined the urnsialmcy of the pmpssal with Connmt~aYs Federally 
apprwed Coast& Management Prwram Failure to condunt such a review would vtolata t k  S ~ C U ~ I ~ Y  zoneswould extend 1nt0 Connedlcut waters As descr~bed ~n 
purpose and intant of the Federal Coeatai Zone Managment Act (CZIU4) Sedl on 3 5 7 1 of the El S, the Coast Guard determ~ ned that the State of 

L 

On behaM of Me Board, I herewitlt submtt the fol lw~ng comments to FERC and the USACE 

1 The CHMA is a Sbb-wde, not-for-profit on~an~zatton reprasr?nting municipal harbor 
n>an%e!ne?! con~nl~ss~ons, Stare of Cunnec:icl! Parsor masters ;~ppo~rited b; me 
~Gove,nar and crhers cancer-d w~tn Cnrir~e~!ic~l's harbors and rnailne reswrces 1 he 
;&ston n i t h i  CWMA is to share cwmat~ert and lacliltate word,natbon to address issues 
of common ~ntereat to its members 

1 

Connedicut effedively waived its right for acoastal consistency 
determination. See also response to SA6-4. 
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2 Corirectlcu's ndrbors are -tiponant w l rers  of teereational malrng covrnerclal fishing 
and other ffatcr-dependent actl\fibes n Long lsland Sound Our harncrs serve as [ re 
hameports of tens ot tbussnds of reueat~anal vassels that use and enjoy the Sound In 
addit.on, our coas!al cornrndntlies ehperl  cons,deiable resources to encourage rrartirne 
tr..r.srr avo p r o v . ~  fac~ltt~es fcr visrting boaters Connec!icbiI .-aro?rs arc majcr 
at!ractlons for vtsirlnq boaters who 'rave to and from harbors on boih sldes of :ha 
Sound Thew reatdGnt and wsctina boaters genwate sianlficant emnomtc bne i i ts  both 
l o ~ a  iy arid reg cna y. The vtdbll,tyuf all l l iesr boallny acllb!ties and the enjoyment of 
ttxose who u ,~ r i i ~~p i~ le  In Ulerri arc infibewcd by !he qba ::y of enw-onmilla1 and 
nawgartion candrtlons in Long lsland Sound 

3 Ccnr,ectcut s riaroors ale a so riiprxtant riat,ral resourws 17eir t13al wetianas Intelidal 
fla's. %aches, sie,fish beds, fisn aro w:o fe, anc cther resources. tnc:ig:Og tne 
Stewart 8 1ii;cAtnney Nat ons: WlMIite netuge arid n a ? y  olt~et Slat? aitu nrivatiiy owned 
natt.12' areas ploy oz a variety of ~!rejilaur?ari:e ecdlogical 'uncrioris ano values as well 
as rewcattcnal uppofl,n~!tcs The en,,ironmeirai quallry of our .araors :s an Importan! 
&terminant c'Connec?~c~t's qual~tv of i,te and $6 deteiin~ned ,I great part by rhe 
enuironrnenta qdaltty ut Long lsland S . J L ~ ~  

4 Pcrs;ar? to the Public Tr-st Doctr~ne, oimashlp of tne tirre*atars WI~I~III Corriie~+tcut's 
Long Is 3r0 Sotirio juriSd'ct OII toe suornerged 311ds cerleott~ those! rvs:ers an3 tht: 
olant and a~?,mal Ilfe 1nhabrt.W those v,arers err held oy Iha Stale of Connenict t In t r~s r  
!or the berietl v l  91r gertrral o ~ t r  tc 

5 Lolg islaro Scuno 15 an Est-ay of Na11onal S grill :awe as drsijnateo by t1.e lJ  S 
Cungress ~ n ~ ( : h  ras d ~ t e m ~ n e d  there a a na:ioral Interest In protect ng tne nat,ra 
valucs and beneficial quality of I fe assoclared w:rh !he Sound Many rn!illcns 3f oc, ars 
lave w e n  3'lccatea by Congress for the purpose of i;nplerne?!iny the Lon2 istanz 
S.sune Cnmprereris~ve Conser$at on and Mar~agenierr P an for protecting ano 
ltnprov r q  the I ea,:h the Suund 

6 Ihe sta:es c'Can~rec!~c~t s rd  FIea Yurk share jur~sdlclor In LOT Island Sodnd it IS 

recuyriited by bc~th ilales ar;d hy Fcne'a, cads a x l  aqenc~es ncludttiy the USACE 
that sextons a d  coid'lons In one stales ,urlso!cllon in tne bouno mav cave moacis on 
the other slate's jun~dlctton 

7 Both Conne&cut and New York have state coastal management programs appro*$ tyr 

0025-2 r the UnWd %atel S s r e t ~  of Commwce pumuant l o  the CLMA The CZMA ennsiona 
coordtnat~an between wastal states shaano iur~~diclrnn m a caaatal water body such as OC25-2 We hme encouracled techn~cal input from Connedlcut state aclencles to 
Long lsland Sound 

Tlte proposed p r w o t  would tte located !n New York m b r s  a short dtstanw fmm the 
Connect~cutiNew York Lxaundary in Long Island Sound Necther FERe's Draft EIS, nor 
the USAGE'S PuMlc Notice and anachd p lws  declare the distanoe from the pmpomd 
LNG leminal to the CamNtctiWWW York boundary In the Sound The Connectrmt 
Depsrtment of Enwrmmental ProraGtron has stared that thefixad O ?-mile radius sM& 
awi secLraiy LOW that ao. c be esiaal~s~eo by the U 5 Ccast Gu,~rd ;iri>,J.ic rhe i hG 
terrnlnal wuuld extend irtto Connecttcut's]urlsdict~on IF i r~ t f o t r  He may nfer !ha: Ine 
LNG tarmirial would be lwsted less &an 0 7 mlles from lhe Conndtc&w York 
bo.iwary I r  add,Von, 11 is our ~noersttr~dlrry illal vessels dolivcrir;~ L N G ! ~  rhe 
P-OPOS~CI terlilnal a ~ i d  !he mov.?g safety and securtty zone that wmld & iri1jx%rd by 
rhe Coast Guard arour~d Illoat! vas!;c, .; .nay pass rnrough Connecticut wa!ers 

- - 

assid in dderminkg the relevant'issues to consider in developing this final 
El S. We be1 i w e  that all coastal effeds, regardless of the date boundary, 
have been analyzed and are included in this analysis. 
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4 The pcou:~sei~ project w:,:rLi he t.ie f 1st of ~ t s  type in I nrw IS an0 Sound As a res, 1, use 
and operat,on o'the LlvG terminal wnu'o affecl a change In t?e ex st ng and tradtt,o?a 
uses and character of :ne Sound aro 11 is reasonable lo  expect :hat the Ielmlnal a?o t r e  
vessels serving 11 rvoild have an lnipact or the ex srmg ano trac~:ronal dses arid 
cnarac!er of the Souno w~t t i~n  ttie]Irrlso8ctlor of the Stale of C ~ r n e c t  cut 

OC25-3 The individual resourcesedions in Sedion 3.0 of the final ElS have been 
revised to provide additional information on the potential impads of LNG 
carrier transits. 

10. Ns~.thar FERCs Draft f 15 nor the USAGE'S Publr~ Matic9 aoknwteifge or atidreas the 

0625-3 impact of the proposed pfq& on the coastal zone af the S tak  sf Conneci~cu( In Long 
Island Sound ~nduding the State's tidal and nawgable wakm and enunonmenlal 
rgSOUm9 

1' Section 307(1)(A) of the 67MA ~equires tnat each activlty of a Federal agency w tn  n or 
~y!gi% [emvhas~s adoec] :he coasra' zcne of ea& coastal state wltr an approve0 
coasyal management program shall w cons stent ~ r t l  Inat pr3gran- lo t r r  '113x.murn 

OC25-4 enen! .rail cable Natrer tiHC i Llratl E S  nor the USACF's 'JU t i  N c r v  
acknowledge or address i h ~ s  reqb:renient 

i 2  Tne Bcaro coitencs rha: l o  ftnal ac?;or ~y any Fenera sgenci rcludrng but rtct lirn:lrd 
to FEHC a r l  ttle USkCE si.3di3 be taheri c.1 tw proposed p:oject unv the coastal 
r ranqen le l !  agency of the S t ~ t e  of Crnr:rrt cur tias rc>i~ewed the appllcat o r  to of2 5-5 evdl.,aie the proposed project's ~rnpacts oti the cmstal zone c' C o n n e ~ t ~ w t  a10 has 
detonlneo tne cclns,stency of the appl~ccr!lon &it?. Coor.e;ti!.~l s Ct~astdl M;i~.ageniei:t 
Program rallore lo soniluc: sbi:r; a :eulen woi:ld v~olat? the purpcc.e a rd  r'ent of the 
C7MA 

0 ~ 2 5 - 4  Theability of a dateto review for consistency adivitiesthat occur within 
an adjacent state is only possible if that date is granted that authority by the 
Department of Commerce. In general, it is expeded that the coadal effeds 
of a projed fall within the scope of a NEPA analysis and are covered in the 
EIS. Further, the consistency revim by the st-dte in which the project 
resides should be fundamentally i ncl usive of the adjacent state' s concerns 
regarding coadal impads. However, it is possible that differences may 
exid between dates regarding coastal policies. 

n cur~c!-s,on the B(.,rsd uryes Cotb-ectc~~t 's Congress o?af dolegatioi a i i l  t'e Artorney 
Gei3crul of Connenic..t IL. intergece ~n l h ~ s  wocess as ?e;essdrv t3 ensure 7 :  ttiat tne 
Broaewater proposal may be proper y eualualea by !he State of Ce~rieci~cut for cilrslstency 
wlth C O t l ~ t t l C i ~ i  s Coast.3 Mari.wainenl Program and 2' teat any oec sinris by t t K C  at'd the 

0C25-5 We have addressed the issue of the Connecticut Coastal Zone Management 
Program consistency review i n response to comment OC24-1. 

USACE regard~ng t w  propusal are cons stent wth  Connect lc~"~  Coastal Maqagement Progratr 
to Itia ma% mun. extev vs:t~c.able 

Tnanr ycu for your atteqtlon :o s b r  coinmbrrs It ,*ou naue any ques:ions or requlre any 
adoittor.al >n4orffat~cn please c0rlta.Z n,t dt 1703) 853-3493 or plnto,@optonl~ne tie: 

for Membem of the mar& 
Mary t-4 von Conia Wee Presdrrnt, 

T o w  of Fairfirrid H a r k r  Management Commfsslon 
Lsuls Allyn acretary, 

Twvn of Myst~c Harbor Management Commcssion 
Robert W Ssrnm~s, Treasurer 

T a m  of SW&d H a r k v  Managem& Comm~saon 
Ross Byrne 

T W n  of Old Saybradr Harbor Malagernwt Commtseon 
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P,~:r~ck Carroll iA  ternare member of the 8oard) 
State of Ccr~r!ect our Hu~bur Master SoL!hport 

M~chaei Gmin 
State of Connecttout Harbor Master, Nonncalk 

Norman H m t t  
Town of Old L y m  Harbor Management Commrss~on 

Patar Holeoz 
Cby of Bridgeport Herbor Management Cammisscan 

John Woberge P E (Alternate marnbar af the Board) 
Reprmenting assoorate mmbets 

Joal Swerenm 
T m  of Cheater Harbor Management Cornrni~on 

Geofirey Ec Steadman 
RepresMcng swclatr? members 

JtPiGBSigbs 
GC. 
Governor M Jodr Re11 
Members of the Connecticllt General Assembly 
U S %netor Christopher Dodd 
U S Senator Joseph Liebeman 
U S. ReQresantatfvg Joseph Courtney 
U S Represantattve Rosa DeLeuro 
11 5 Repwsenkbtce John B Lstson 
U S, Rapresentahve ChratapCler Murphy 
U S Rapwsehtttce Chr~sbpnm Shays 
AEorney General Rilohard Biumenthel 
Commissm~r of Envtronrneniei Prota&~on Gtna McCaflw 
U S Army Corps of Engineen 
Broadwater Eoergy, LLG 
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Southem New England Fisharmwt's and L o b H e r m ' s  Asmeiatim 
P O  liorw 

Slon~ftgton, CT W378 
860-535-3930 

w a l t c  R Sda. S e U y  
Fedem1 Energy Reguktoq Cumissfon 
888 I* St. Capitol I?% Rn; l A  
Woskimm, D C 2M26 

Dear C U ~ ~ I S S I O R  Ref CP Db-54 

Mq m e  ts .War M&m. l am the PFCSI- of the  an New Endand 
F~shemcn's aid ndIbhbbnflbnisA~s~c~ation wh~ch has a mmhe* of one h m M  and 
ten, wtkh is m p g d  in fishiq ulshort: md o@shre, clamnk aad la rnni2 .  f i e  
majanq ai'ow m m k i s  hmpo& 13 in Stomgton. CT. Fishemen &in Smtngtan 
have fished md l m s e t d  the pubfie trust land* &SLonh@un for rrvm one. hundted 
ynars We we m n e m d  .that ?.hew landsdt l  not he h 1 y  accmthle to u?; &en ships 
delivcnng pruduct to the R 

I- 
OC26-1 1 Wilkt<tU halli!g i r t x  : jkwbh  :,) ht d e a  wlltrt: ttlc dci&\t:ry . ; h~p  { k ~ w s  anJ [he arc& 

.!d[:lcc~~l IO tin. pl11. ir \ :  k ~ l l  >~:ll;r r.vclr c~~)l! . )nn,  1 1 ~ s ~  Our L.OO~ILTI~!~II   ti:,!^ l i ~ c  K ~ L I  

short: Eshmm must gdwsc WOM when they will be leav& pafl a d  & h y  They 
arcl inodlo*ed vety closely W a v k  fw days at sea tius nresents a problem. I avk, whd 
rrre the c o ~ e q m m ~  when s hmg k t  is heldop ham waiting %ran 
mcmhg tanker to pass. We q m t ~ o m  as to hm we utn md yo frtMn 

0(=26-4 our h m q &  and who wit1 wwsste us %rum d t l i i l f l o  fish ptrbltc trust l d s  

OC26-1 Sedion 3.7.1.4 of the final ElS has been updated to provideadditional 
information on the potential i mpads to commercial fishing in the Race and 
in other areas of the Sound. This assessment includes lobster fishing, 
trawling, and hand Ii ne fishi ng. Sedion 3.6.8.1 of the final El S has been 
updated to include a discussion on i mpacts to commercial lobstermen from 
the proposed moving safety and security zones around LNG carriers as they 
enter and exit the Sound. This analysis considers the potential that other 
large vessels enteri ng or exiting the Race may alter course, taking them 
through areaswith high lobster pot density. 

OC26-2 Fl ease see our response to comment OC26-1. 

OC26-3 Sedion 3.7.1.4 of the fi nal ElS addresses the potential i mpads on marine 
traffic of the LNG carriers and their proposed safety and security zones. . 
As stated in that &ion, somevessels could experience minor delays if 
they were transiting the Race at the same time that a carrier is passing 
through; there would be room in the Race for some vessels while an LNG 
carrier is present with its safety and security zone. Fishing boats would not 
be delayed for hours, as the carrier and its associated safety and security 
zone would pass a single point within approximately 15 minutes. If the 
Coast Guard issues a Letter of Recommendation finding the Projed 
Waterway to be suitable for LNG marine traffic, as part of the proposed 
moving safety and security zone the Coast Guard would conduct routine 
Broadcast Notice to Mariners, notifying the pub1 ic of implementation of the 
safety and security zones and the impending LNG carrier transit. 
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OC26 - Southern New England Fishermen's and Lobstermen's Association 

UtzofszataL L"P;S1C-Gsasiataci QBii af 20670126-0690 ~~BOQJIVB~. bV i%RC W t C  02/18/2007 ,am D~akstX CD06-04-000 OC26-4 Please see our response to comment OC26-1 As descr~ bed In M l o n  
3 6 8 1 of thef~nal EIS, Broadwater would be offerlng a compenszklon 
packqe to affeded f~shermen, and we do not antlapate that 
I mpl ementat1 on of the Proj ed would result ~n more than a ml nor economl c 

I t  i? omqw~t  that if the B d w a y  hjat 1s mttrd k t  F& Emin~.p;y Reytilat~~y I mpad to some f I shermen 
Cornnrisblarr lake mto m m ~ r d a o n  nix Financial la- and the hdship thill wc WII 
f i e  ur, as l e  Ian e~>mrnearnd pati OC26-5 Please see our responses to comments OC26-1 and OC26-4 
S1-ly 
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O R I G I N A L  
No-alk dikellf iiskr 

Maplie R. Ss& S e c d a q  Wdaesday, Jaausw 17,2007 
Fdoral E a e w  Kagvbtary Commia&ina 
888 First St. NE; &am 1A 
Washington, M: 20426 

Docket number CP06-54 sttealon of Gas 3, FJ-11.3; 

Ray" Drrtrb Sh& nod Tronrrcanada's % mile Emuhater  Etonting rteragc and va i8ro t iaa  anit 
(F?IKU) dew mat b k n g  in Long I s b d  Smuod. It maim mumemus vadaaw?s or exemp*as 
&in FERC and ARMY CORPS rnlrs, X t  eaaomt meet FFEaERAL SAFETY STANDARDS 
PART IILJ-LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS FACLLTZIES. It wlU geoerote cDnstaul a&e lrtader 
than r Caawrde airenrR a6 tab aE. It will muse major sr?ruri@ hadaches b r  kbe Cean Gourd, 
wbieb crranat be d e b a t d  ta private so~uw, and wlU nequire a l o g  mom p p k  and quipareat, 
paid for by u8 tuxpayem It w i l  s& a &r@blm pwdeiar, Ir wltl pmmmeotb alter the cbarsder 
cFLcrsg bbnd  Soand. i t  will 4 s -  properly vhlum in NV and CT. It will q u i m  enclnshe rrse 
of 1W acres crf hemi& oseg Lang Llrtad Sound walors. The LNG mnkm will reguim 
rwlurivr u*r  v i a  181oving 2,240 acre., p u w i u ~  thruugb thr  race, ejrr )  3.1 hn.  Huhi qutrtrs are 
ru t  and yn~lwl frum the draft EIS by I:YK(' \tuN% and sppradirm. 

ycko mwrioe syrhrsl ~-rqnrrw drium* imr, 6.7 A birmr?.ter, pUlinar 230 lt. iato the bolturn. Eaeb will take 
a we& to drive. Biiingsnill ht at the eorncn.ofn 115 ff sqraerc, A ZU II maorink towr wll l  rtteck Is  Llr pdlkngs. 
We CLU anly illtagim t h  rlsr a n d  m m d  alith* prk  driver. T h y  p!ra tn start eeasy & day to .cram awry proslt, 
w aaimrb the rmdrrrwnter pats0 rmld k(t0 w i n j m .  SoriMt Cnvlcls much lratgt and fmrtber in rrmter. Tht eflW on 

he MmMy d d .  h ' h e  dacdbal scale da not hnear, bui logarithmic. such lhal a sannlkrvol d 70 & 
6 . h v l c e s s l o u d t o h & t e m ~ a s a ~ d 6 0 d B ~ A D O T ~ / .  A c c ~ t o ~ ~ f Z W I / .  
",,&wwnter a o u n d p r w  k"&s 100 dB (at I miemPescalJ wU Rd hrrm Ibh NYfS hds 
es&Mlreda threshom ut 1W US fwpby~~wl  barn to &b Ibr o m a r  pro&& (NOAA ZOO&. m)" 

I$ruudnslcr proporcs m mm~.iibc cuarcrurttou p~ .o j r r t ,  d i n ~ t h  sf'ticting b q c  parts u f m e  Sound. 
"As proposed by Broedwater, the direct impacts to sedimnl during pipeline 
instellaLMn would affici 8 total of 2.235. Sacres of UIB seafloor or 351,816 cubic 
yards of sedimentS "Broadwatar p the use of subsea plow in^ as Ure prjmary 
method furpipe laylng and insLsIIetion. Once the pipe is placed on the sea floor, the 
subsea plow would ir&wtsw thaptpaffna &c? and exeawlt? under/y/ng mcliments. 

1 

Section 3.3.2.2 of the final ElS has been updated to more fully describe 
potential noise impacts associated with piledriving. Construction activities 
would occur during fall and winter, approximately 9 to 10 miles from 
shore. In addition, the fi nal El S includes a recommendation that 
Broadwater coordinate with NM FS to develop adequate mitigation 
measures to minimize potential impacts of underwater noise during 
construction and operation. 
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either bide of the trench. This process w&/d &nerally resuff in 25fmt-wide berms 
on both sides ofa 25-foot-wide h m h .  Two passes coufdbe required to achieve the 
minimum depth of 7 to 9 feet required for the length of the pipeline" 
"As proposed by Bm&watOr, the large majority of the excavated trench (about 20 
miles) would be allowed to backtrN naturally. Prelimimly modeNng by Broadwater 
indicates that most of the trench would be bnckliW natural& within ayew and 
virtual& all of the trench wwld be fitted natclraNy within 3 years, since most of the 
area where the plplpeIine is to be installed & comdered depast-1. However, the 
modeling estimate is based on certain assumptions that may not prevffif during the 
post-constri~~lion pannod. Further, the rssutts from other linear projects in the area 

np77-7 r indicate that the nmdeledresul~s may not& trcpccurate".'.L hr  reeurd x h u ~  that natural 
..#-kt 6,. L seW+aeMlI does o M  happen &ably, if at all. The open t m e h  and hot pipe will f o m  a deadly 

lobster and crab trap, Mlling nnimtlgioabC armhem for yeam The PSRU will pump ap to 135 
billion euhte feet o f  144" gau each day in& a pipe at estreolely h$b E19MI lhdsq in) presbum, 

DC27-3 [ Brrrsdwate~ mtimutm the aomaf  pipe tempernlure, on tbe BoMFom, at SEtB %ID abve  
surrounding water, i n  winter, Tbai wil l  roise wrtPr Amperatnm, rPrtucte alrmdr maminat . .. 
dissolved or!gen Ie\clg. and kill her anluultt* i ~ f r i ~ a r ~ s c  tile. 'Asproposedby Broadwater, 
heat dissipation firm the subsee pipeline theomt~cally could result in highly locaIized 
impacts to water temperatures and benthk prey species along the pipelino route. " 
"In winler. the temperature diEiw~nb;el behveen the pip~line and the surroundim . . - 
watercdumn couldreach MatO QOF,"  Yet, t h e  talk ahuul a thrwrrticnl henefirial 
r l l rct for lub\tcr. "In addition, P-ct cwstmtion and operation c d d  enhance the 
local /obsterpopulalion because of improving lobster habitat along some portions of 
the pipeline mutt. bypmvidingprefemwd substrate (rocks) and byeliminatYng 19sning 
pressure within the Coast Guard-determined safetv and 9~curitv zone9 -. 
The Snund is  already a stsugguag, fqlh mhprry o f~a t iena t  Sign~liranee. 

8 " m & , ~ m & ~  & VMf0-m 
lost most of the aystero i n  the wmtem anrt e l  the Sound 
Tho taric ehemkals q o t d  for t h e l r i m e w  am p ra& ib iM within la0 Prof any walehdy.  
I he) propo$r t r o  WUU bnllun rank, uf eth?l ur hut>! rltrrrrplan. a deadh nuetutixienn fur 

C)C2'7-5 Cmvi lnr  life, r rpkn l *bd  at rrgulur intenuh. Thr n>L ofa spill in handling that chrrnirnl in the 
YUUU~ i) nut juutifirhk. "LNG and Chemicel Spills Geneml fisherias communities 
couid be affected in the event of a w i l l  of LNG or other hazardws mater/al" .-.---- - 
Rma&ater p m p o m  pumping miaone afgsllons o f b w e  aud m w s t e r  ( t y p k h ,  66 MGDI .. . 
thruueh the FSWII cuntinuuu~b, nnd Lurger smuuntr (17.2 myd) during lead in^ uprration%. 
Iliutidr ( r l ~ k ~ r i n t )  i, w tuun that kj lb hareacl*~, plrnLtun, and ulrar. Plltrrktuli and nlrac arr 
halit essuirtialr 11, the n~nrine fi~od chain. "~cc&diiig to Broadwater, the meximu& baNast 
water discharm vdume for the ~roposed f SRU would be 9Z 2 nmd" * 
~chlh~o~lankt& communttrcls c&ld bs affected by Impingemen&tminment durfng 
standard FSRU operfftkms " " Bnxedwater eslimates &at the dtsch- c~oIily7 

OC27-2 As described in Section 3.1.2.2 of the final El S, FERC has included a 
recommendation that Broadwater adivel y backf i I I the trench to avoid and 
minimize potential impads of an open trench. 

OC27-3 As dated in Section 3.2.3.2 of the final ElS, the subsea pipelinewould be 
adivel y backfi Iled. Section 3.2.3.2 of the fi nal El S has been substantially 
expanded to more thoroughly describe the minor and highly localized 
impads associated with water temperature. As discussed throughout 
Section 3.3 of the final EIS, thermal impads to biological resources would 
be mi nor and extreme1 y I ocal ized. 

0C27-4 Section 3.3.1.2 of the fi nal ElS has been updated to provide a more 
complete discussion of potential i mpads to lobsters, based on recent field 
dudies. 

OC27-5 Section 2.1 .I .6 of the final El S describes the use of odorant (mercaptans) 
on the FSRU. If the Projed is authorized by FERC, Broadwater would 
need to develop an SPCC plan (see Section 3.2.2.1 of the fi nal EIS), and a 
hazardous materials Facility Response Plan (as out1 i ned in 33 CFR 154). 
These plans would address the use and potential for release of hazardous 
and toxic materials, including the odorant used, and the emergency 
response procedures that would be fol lowed if an incident were to occur 
during operation of the Projed. If the plans are not sufficient or if either 
FERC or the Coad Guard has additi onal concerns rqardi ng safety, 
security, or environmental i mpads associated with implementation of the 
plans, FERC would not authorize Broadwater to operate the Projed. 
Consequent1 y, prior to construction, Broadwater would have approved 
plans for the transport, storqe, and use of odorants. 
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Wased on 8 simjAQr FSRU prq'ect (C.J. Engineering Consultants 2W), /f is 
anticipted that underwater noise generated from the FSRU d u r n  opersMons wwM 
attenuate to &pproximtely I 2 0  dB at f micraPascai) within 0.6 mile, 7 i8 dB within 1 
mtk, d 7M dB w~M# t B " By contmst, F P A  enits the illoamnte the 
loadest sireran at tahftaeoertl l iaa 113 d B  

OC27-6 C 'I mfYk \nlurne e b a m  u w l  in LI\ arc nlhlradint r r  the) shun onh I ?  day*, nut 12 munths, 
0 c 2 7 - 7  C ~olumr in ZlIUf; rnd ignurc 977. uf trwfiic. 'I hr! plan nn putting rc~n~meruirl f i \ h e r ~ ~ ~ r n  nut o f  

buvinrw. "Vessel tmcks dlsplapd represent a sampR based AlS (Automated 
ldentH7cat/on System) shipping dab for a single day during each month of 2005. 
Dates samp/ed were the 5th day of each month. " "Rffcmabonat boating and fishing 
actlviths could be affected by the presence of th8 FSRU and YMS and the permanent 
safety and security zone. Although the ma/orty of the ~ g s f t a s  occur In nearahore 
waters, severaJregattas am known topess through centralpodons of the Sound (8s 
describedabove). Reoattas Include b e  with a fixed course and those wrth courses 
that vaw tfomyear toyear. Regathfs with fixed courses may require a coume 
change to avoid conf?ict wMh the FSRU and its safety end security zone. Recrealional 
boabng and fishing could be d~srupted by 8 of the LNG ceders 8nd their 
associated safety and securilyrtures. Olsruptions could occur along allporlons of 
the routes but could be Ixarticularfy acute as camem enter the Sound t h m h  the 

present could be required to leave the area until the moving safety and secudty zone 
passes " "As part of its fishermen outreach prqgram, Broadwater identified 26 
cmmercial lobster fishermen who, by infonnal agreement, have estsbl~shed fishing 
arms in the vtcintty of the proposed locahns ofPrcqect components. F~fteen of these 
fivhermen expressed the belief hat  at least some of their Hxed fishing gear would - - 
need to be removed durihg pipeline construction': 
"As a pad of I.& outreach program. !koBdwBfW determined .%at as many as five 
lobstermen have been se#ngpots in the area proposed for the FSRU safety and 

CRS R w r t  for Gongm.. Marine Seeari(y of I Iamdons Chiemirat Cargo 
T b i s  mport ~ibows that murlue sblpmen* ufEBA I M P  hmnlaats chemicals are fornparable in 
vufame to quaariliw st@& at kpgp e h m h l  plaatr, and am (ypicslly many times larger than 
shipram* In hDd#VkdDal mil ur h i g h q  lankem, M a n i ~ e  v w l s  cnrrying hnzsntaus ebemkls 
o f ra  pam near ppala6lrd a m s  akag U.6, w u h a y s  sad through the largmt m d  most 
wmmerelslly iraportfnt U.L wrta. Availabk atadim and a a e f d ~ l  wideom rtunemt that tbeae . . 
shipiurntb uar, be stlrart8rr lrrrnri>t lawet" uud. ii~arcerrfulh urtuchtd uur urrd a% a wwpnn, 
cuuld cwurc cstws1rul)hic injuries among fhr guaerrl puhltr. 
-Broadwater should develop an Emergency Response Plan and cwnlin8te 
procedures wtth the Coast Guard; state. county, and local emergency planning 

OC27-6 Vessel trafficdatain Sedion 3.7.1.3 of the final ElSand in Sedion 2.2 of 
the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) were obtained from many sources. 
The only analysis that used traffic data for 1 day per month wasthe 
development of the vessel track I i nes depi ded in Figures 2-5 and 2-6 of the 
WSR and Figures 3.7-2 and 3.7-3 in the fi nal EIS. The Automated 
Identification System (A1 S) data supporti ng thevessel track I ine 
presentation are extensive, and simultaneous plotting of wery day of a year 
would not be decipherable on an i I I ustration. However, the tabular 
information in Sedion 3.7.1.3 of thefinal ElSand in Sedion 2.2 of the 
WSR for vessel port calls is based on cumulative data by year, and the Al  S 
vessel traffic density charts in Appendix E to the WSR use all AIS data for 
a year, sorted by month. The vessel track lines based on limited data 
closely align with thevessel density patterns based on the complete data 
and therefore are representative of normal vessel traffic patterns. 

OC27-7 Impadsto commercial fishing are addressed in Sedions3.5.2.2 and 3.7.1.4 
of the fi nal El S. As noted in those sedions, interruptions to these adivities 
would be localized and brief during carrier transits. The associated 
potential for economic i mpads to commercial fishing due to the proposed 
safety and security zones around the FSRU and the LNG carriers is 
addressed in Sedi on 3.6.8.1 of the fi nal El S, including potential i mpads to 
commercial lobster fishing and commercial t rm l  ing. As descri bed in 
Section 3.6.8.1 of the fi nal EIS, Broadwater would offer a compensation 
packqe to affeded fishermen, and we anticipate that implementation of the 
Projed would result in no more than a mi nor economic i mpad to some 
fishermen. 
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Rm & & s n d h t k t w w r n  
md#m 
Ifpemii-ted, this will be the Brst and QII& Wastriag FSRD ia rhe workl, With a 2112 fl aleel mart 
rower supparting s Bare sad JmwR warning ligb(s, makin8 It the very beheat psiotfor many 
mih, it will Bo a pdme tsafet lor lightmialf. With 8 bilEao =hie ik& ofnatuml gas on hard  
and a coaliiauous L w  of hot, bigb a r ~ ~ l l o m w ,  thrcrueh &xihie connertiaus, avertbag& in& a - .  
pipeline. bow nma) t i l n n  *ill i t  I,r struck hj  liglrtniui hrfurr rhrw i+ u rpertarulnr fire.? 
I :S. ('0-1ST CI I:RD (:-I P7'Al.V OF TIIF POH'I'1.U.V~; I.SL.4R'D SO1 :VD 
'%nTwcment of sacurityzonffs is 8 Isw ~nfomement &fiction and IS the 
responsibility of the Coast cued, 254 end thus it cannot be delegated to 8 pdvete 
snfffy, e . ~ . ,  BroadwPter Energy or its private security contractor. " "It should be 
noted that the putpose of the-%ght rffsbictiona is to prolect B e  FSRU snd LNG 
carrier Imm external threats, not protect hff public from a potential the. Public 
s8fety and naw'goffm concerns are e#nssst?dprimannty through the use of8 safety 
xone ". 

The FSRU would be designed and built in accordancewith established 
codes and standards as described in Sedion 3.10.2.1 of the El S. As with 
any crude oil or petroleum product tanker or LNG carrier, the FSRU would 
be designed to shed the effeds of lightning strikes. 
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OC28 - Nassau Hiking & Outdoor Club, Inc. 

Unofficial FERC-Generated PDB of 200101P9-0234 Received by FERC OSEC 01/25/2007 In Docketf CPOS-5d 

y wmlrPAr 

st Outdoor Club, bcInc, 
*-,n.mv W6," N Y N .I hm Oanr.rew=. 

Friday. January IS, 2007 

We value tkc opportunity to aommmk on the pro@ B d w u t e r  Projmt. Dn b thdf  afour 
S m - m ~ h ,  forty-ya%r+M o z g ~ a ~ n  I viiah t o  add o w  vaiw to the objsctiom that have 
babl raircld over tbe pest two yeus. I did bavo the oyrpo+tunity to pncvideod 
tatimony a t  tba ~ a t o c a d a ~ .  January 10" Public Auring in-~mirbt&. my written cornmats 
an providd in thia letter am u~ort extcmive tbm tha comrnantn made publicly oo 1-10-07. oc28-1 

Our oegativa eoduaiolra about thin pmpoanl u t  even stronger than they w m  prior to the  
duse of your .~leacy'e DEIS. The DEIS baa redonbled our rsotvc in dkng lor a mmplctc 
rejection i f  ihis bm&d We b&vve that ths y t p w d  of this prnjact ~ e d - ~ m d e r  ; fm 
-tar maf i e  impuet on the n*;ioa th.n a polritiwu om. Whatmat po-tential 
f ~ & t y  wddd us f u  outieigbed by Ibe p o t d  ridrs to notonly tho Scund'. wdl 
being but our own m wdl. Mort importantly. it'. being pmpoed without s R o g i o d  Energy 
--in piacu p i t h u t  a Reggioaal Easqocy Evseuackn Plan in plrra rad wirhlrut rhe 
wid- ofapppliru6eiaoScea~~aetal irmpaet studkm of mmparrMa pmjst.. 

Blodwata 's  pm+ would n d i a n y  .Id fomrar chaqc  tbe Idand S u d  .nd yuw: s 
variety ofanvironmenrrl Lhrs.ta. Coaddarirq &a yarm ofatTDrta and millwan of dohn spent 

OCZ8-l I to nviWh. the !jound, Ui prepend ( b i n  b e  face of Sound lo*. Turning bad the do& on 

Sound un go* to die. Ther;he rrturned witer will Lin more. Thin p o t m t ~ t h e r m a l  
pollution eould oqat ivdy impact l o h t u  larvae, Jonah & d uaba and Mue-&dl& c r h  - 

and, w q e n t l y ,  dkmpt 

FERC, with input from cooperating agencies, has included many 
recommendations in the final ElS that if implemented, would result in 
minimal i mpads. The Projed would not affed tidal wetlands or the 
ongoing efforts to reduce nitrogen pollution from wadwater treatment 
plants. 

Broadwater submitted a coadal considency certification to NY SDOS and 
to FERC that contains Broadwater's analysis of the Proj ed' s consistency 
with N w  York State coastal policies, including applicable policies of the 
Long Island Sound CM P and the applicable local land management plans. 
NYSDOS is responsible for determining whether the Projed is consistent 
with those policies. It isour understanding that NYSDOSwiII file its 
determination with FERC after the final EIS has been issued. 

The El S concluded that fish eggs and larvae would be killed by entrainment 
and impingement in water intakes, although the magnitude would be minor. 
Discharges from the FSRU would not be heated, and these discharges 
would be monitored to comply with SPDES permitting requirements 
designed to proted the environment. 
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Unofficial PERC-Cn3oerated PDE oE~2007D129-0234 Received by EERC OSEC Ol /P5 /2007  In Ooekettr GP06-54 
"!'it"1!' * 

01328-4 1 You wdr alter an mayetem, and wnelude that there's no impaeg It'a more reasonable to sa? OC28-4 W, concl uded that there waul d be an I mpad However, with 
chat the p e n t i d  impact over time in unknown. Tbat's what's so tmubling about thia pmyosal: 
the dement of the unlnown. 

I mplementatl on of our recommendations those I mpads would not be 
sl gnlf lcant Please see our response to comment OC283 

Even thuufih juur a,qeney'a DElS etatea that Rmadwater could have a cumulattvr rhcgati\r 
vllect 01, water qualit). ruarirlr aod visual muwen .  art quabt! and mnrine trsurport. your 
tentattre fi~tdtngn glrr hnpe to any and all industrial romplexca that mtght dcwcratr thts 
national rrrrsure. a grm rlcluns have mvwtcd u b~llron Allan and tho~manda of hour. 

Thinheheaonth 6trietl~ lirngtac-tO and set adaqmOus~MentLrthe OC28-5 The potential that authorlzatlon of the proposed could m e  as a 
e~ntinued future i ndua t r ib t ion  of the Sound. I t  would only be a matter of time before some 
other or the same multinational cowrat ion mka te build a uEmadwata 2." k effect, it precedent for further I ndustrlal lzatlon of the waters of Long Island Sound IS 

would be u taking o f  a public w a r n a y  for private profit making. addressed ln Sedlon 3 5 2 2  of theflnal ElS 

loreover, tbia pmject puts the cart befm the bone. We first a d  to enaurc our national and 
etateelectricand gas efficiency pmgrema have been maximized, sad &en we mnsr develop a 
mtioesl LNG plan thatis b a d  on mliaon and wbnce. Private eaergy aonglomemtmcallnot be 
elfowed te  dictate our focnl eaugy and euvim-tnl future in this Amt cam+ firat sewed 
mamer, 

nrmgy criahon bngrM, L ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  in the OC28-6 As descrl bed In Sedlon 1 1 of the fl nal EIS, Broadwater IS proposl ng to 
maxc: am n h d y  nvo LNG temhla. onah Emton and a ~ t h ~  in Mawland that, arc being provlde natural gasto the region, not just to Long Island The sedlon 
upgrad& and expend&. There in rlso the propeed Mnnder Eaet Pfpline. Furthemore, &ere provl des a summary of the energy supply and demand In the reg1 on and 
ie  a planned offahon wiad projsgt that will bc Iacatd in the Atlantic Oman: it will provide 
p w a  for about &,BOO Loag Island hemtea. Wind power is the fnatrst grewing clean e n e ~ ~ y  

dl scusses several of the projeds referred to by the commentor The sedl on 

tdrroktgy, and. es Lang idandem, we am proud to be a part of this boM, enr imnnrmtally concludes that these projeds cannot meet the energy needs of the reglon 
friendly idhuve.  ~ h d o t e ,  theteaauld be no meh LO *k" our energy problems with thh without greater envlronrnental Impact than the proposed Broadwater 
Emadwater p r o w l .  Projed Sedlon 4 0 of theflnal ElS further addressesthese and other 

What's worse, the pmpoeal u more of the enme old reliance on foreign. diny foaril furla. Thr 
facilitv would not replace but merely add to exlrcing facilitiab that *pew p l l u ~ a n l a  into the 
environmr~~t. Insread. an binionaries we anrt.~ invoat more in cieancr, aaler renewable domearir 
rwurcm rueh ns mod and d a r  tsbnology. Ynur agency is in s p i r i o n  to promore clean. 
renewahlecnergy as a genuine eolut~oo For the world's growing power nrcdr. Your rcjett~on ot' 
thin monstrous pmpoeal would KO a long way tuward helping our rr@n odvancr a more 
positivv, c l a n  and trchnolo~icaUy advanced enerRy future. 

Wc ages *ith the rmmmendationa o< the March 20U5 Drah. Interim Repon relerecd by the 
Low Ialaod Sound Citiwns AdvLory Comm~ttre'n .Ad -hor Cnmmi~teeon Broadwater Enern 
Pro&d. We a h  cancur with the klktwing p;caerd camnonu made by Sound Alliance and';ite 
Ants-Bmdwrtet Galid@= 

1) The Broadxater terminal and tbe refuted pipdine and tsdi.228 would pee short-term and 
long-term enrimnmental risks ofunLnown mrgoltude totbe Sauna  an Eatuary of Vatland 
Signifhme, which .la already under rollbiderable stm. 

projeds as potential alternatives to the proposed Projed. 
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2) ThaBmndwruRproj& e t w o r d d  -la a  praeaiaat-ssttiag, plivabiral, ialudtnid ram ia tho 
S o d  that WQUM hove m t f v e  a-aryoalc, tiood and cmvimo-tpf. imp- and wodd - 
foteva ebaaga the  Soued. 

3) Tho project wodd mnapme our r e n b  .ty by a f" d@mv 00 
B d m r s l . .  

4) The PFBje  wodd tbe natural p a  priac voktility - 
the mult d the d& u p t m  d g.a a d o b i t i t y ,  

5) Tbe Broadwater p m j e  would ~CNIMO our nrlion's &labs on foreign id fud partn 
of the world that m vulmrvblc to political instubility. tbacby reducing tbe region's aoonoaic 

6) The p m j w  would be an adanomie burden on tho q b n  by negativdy impacting the regiolul 
economy ovm the t i t c a p  of tk tam id'^ opamtan. 

7) Tb projact r o d d  provide 
would upes 

X s l m k a m  both aid= at tho 
nodw. idra 

of Huatiqwn, the Town of Smithtown. tho Town of Rlwkbaven, the Town of Riverbud. the 
Town of Southold. tho Town of Sbdtor Idrml d the Suffolk County Iq~islrtura. Several 
0 t h  1-1 Sate  .d  add Iarmakrra, iaduding S-tm Clmron rod !jehumm, have OC28-7 Responsesto the specific technical comments by the expertswho testified 
p m y  oppwaf t h ~  indulr l l iu t ion of the ~ o n g  Idand sound. before the Connecticut LNG Task Force are provided in Table 2.2-5 

S&lk County Exmurive Stwe levy doqumtky mmmui.ad the w f v s  of New Yorkem ar the 
Sapternbar 14.2006 Public H a  ' 'We do not M i w e  we d i ~ '  L s 7  a&L rs many in the 
Sbomhcm-Wadiq River Midde School auditorium d a d .  Levy urged the W o r d  q m d a  to 
atop tbe p r o j a  bcforr the county is f o r d  to tmm o f t h o d s  of&Uua in 1-1 T m  to 

With rcportn like thin. citkslr am tearful, and rigblly so. Thin plpo u aoi w h a ~  lonl rabidento 
on either bide of tho Sound want. ' h e  srfety of the entire Kn* York Metropolitan ems L nt fit 

(Appendix N in this final ElS). 

OC28-8 Sedion 1.1.5.4 of the final ElS addresses the March 2006 Synapse report, 
updates to the report, and additional information provided by Synapse 
during the public comment period. As noted in this &ion, although we 
qree that the proposed solutions to the long-term energy needs of the 
region presented in the Synapse report are conceptuall y sound, they are not 
practical for meeting the overal l energy demand. Those projedswould 
require major (current1 y unidentified) commitments of money for 
development of renewable resource energy proj eds and a major 
commitment by energy users to change use habits, including financial 
commitments to replace existing equipment. 
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CC28-8 [ ,I  t h y  dangernu6 plan l enn.ml. FQbt million YYC m i d r n t r  ~ h r e e  m u o n  l q  M a n d m  and 
ovm three million C o ~ K t i c u t  reaidenu could be in harm'n way if nnjthing were tu go wrong. 

Such fearn aummon hag- of the entire NY Mrtropolitsn region beiq  viewed thmugh a trar 
tube. Teat tuba M o w  in Irburaturier, period. Your agenry rs~ust p-wt ua from aurti a 

Developing a mmmrrcial ~ a l d  in the middle of t h t  jound would prnvide jobe and energy, but 
it's not worth the coat. At the hmrt  ofthid propnal are the wnvagrnce  ofaev~rn l  eipificant 
envircurneutal imuta und the yutcntid conflueom of a variety uf anvirunmrural diustrrt .  Tu 
ignore them in to rink the well beiq of our families, of our future. 

Instred. wr nesd to drvdup a mmprehenrive. hobt ic  R e p o d  Fscrgy Plan that e v d u n t e  and 
inttgratm the foUowing factors: enfety, the value of the hltoric repollltl eeooomy, the eanctlty 
of the 1.1 Sound and i u  rurrnunding watlnnda rruiolul air qunlity and the cornpariaon ofenerpv 

OC28-9 Sedions 3.10.3 and 3.10.4 of the final El S descri be the consequences of an 
accidental or intentional release of LNG from the FSRU and the LNG 
carriers. The risk assessments in those sedions indicate that wen with a 
worst-case incident, the hazard zones for the FSRU and along the proposed 
carrier routeswould not reach the shoreline. Each of the resourcesedions 
in Sedion 3.0 of the final EIS addressesthe potential impads of an LNG 
rd ease from an LNG carrier along the proposed routes, and the i mpads of 
anLNGreleasefromtheFSRU would besimilar. Sedion3.10.4.4ofthe 
final El S addresses the potential hazards associated with an incident that 
results in an LNG carrier grounding. As described throughout Sedion 
3.10, no scenario would support the commentor's claim that 14 mi I I i on 
residents of the general area would be at risk if an incident occurred. 

. . -. 
r e m u r e  a l t e m t i v d ~ .  Hopefully, out uf thin w n t m \ a s y  over Bmadwater'8 p r o p a l ,  wc will h r  
ellgaged and read) ru mi te  one. Such a p l w  shuuld inciudr the yarticipntionofd rcgioml 
m u ~ a p d i t a e a ,  the  input of all ~sgioaallfdmctad o f f i d  and thiwi&a&nof d si&&ddet 
b 4 U p s .  

AEtsr w*hing the oosur anb riata rgeinst the potwm lbensPly it is m y  to & w a n d  why so 
many d i v m m t  v o i w  have corns r o g c t h  to k h r  the ahactmeat ofth3s plad Out of thia 

Many local c i t i u m  W e v e  that  the FDdatel government would like to furw w m a t h i q  on us 

that we don't want and don't need. Quite frankly, the Federal I.;oergy Heflatory Cumrmsdoa 
has a serious public mlstions problem. Pie- do what'r right for the people. not what benefit$ 
the p f i t a  of a multinurionel rorporstiun that bas its own publie relations problems. 

For all the rcuansoutlined sbovr. wr urge your off~cc to reject t h b  pmjoject in ita entire, y.  
' n i d  ?.uu for ?our thoughtful m n n i d ~ t i u a  We look forwurd to  hearing t'rnm you soon. 

For a Safer Lo% l a h i d ,  

.- t," -L- 
Guy Jawb, Coluervauon Cbur 
K a m u  H i h g  B Outdoor Club, Inc. 
PO Box 1337207 
E!mont, NY 11603 

Ce: 
The R o ~ m M e  Hiaary R. Clhton, EIRitrad Stateg Senate 
The Honorable Gbsrla, Sehurncr, United Stat@ Senute 
Pe&k M a l a i n ,  Pmaent, Nasaau Hitine; & OuUrwr Clufr, lac. 
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