0OC29 - Citizens Campaign for the Environment

3 2254 Main Street » Farmingdale, New York 11733

Tek 516-390.7150 = Fax: S18:390-7160

319 Lourr Sireet, Lofver Level « White Plaing, Mew York 10601
Tel:914-997-0946 « Fax: 914:997.0983

3 744 Broadway » Albany, New York 12207

m Protecting the environment and Tel FIS-434-8171 « Faxs S18434.8172
5 L1520 Blivasod Avenug, Suite 4 = Buffdla, New York 14222
working for a healthy community. Tel: 716-031:3306 + Fax: 716:095:6299

1 466 Westearr Strest, 299 Floor » Syracuse; New York 13210
FOR THE ERVIBOMMERT Tel: 3154721839 ¥ Eai: 3154721170

Janipary 10, 2007

My, Magalie Salas

Federal Energy Regulatory Cormission
888 Fivst St N, Roonm 1a
Washington, DC 20426

Dear Mz, Salas

Although there are several deficiencies throughout the Draft Environmental Trapact
Statemnent, I'will focus my comments on one of the most blaring deficiencies; the non-
" conclusive; non-comprehensive Air Quality Section,

To the scoping process CCE had stafed our concern, both in writing and verbally at
thie public hearing, and reguésted that FERC sssess ihe potential impait it the
increase of havmiul air pollutants to the swrrounding area. This concornis
inadequately addressed in'the DEIS. Inspecific:

1. "Fhe DEIS reaches no conclusion o fmpacts from increased air emissions to
the surropniding region,

Tt states (page 3-171), “Atthis tie we do 0ot have the necessary information to-make o
conformity determination” A general conformity analysis is required for pollutant /
ernissions that would cocir in'a sonattainment are, or an area that: does not st

Federal Afr Quality standards. )

Many coudies surrounding the FSRU, in'both New Yotk and CT, donot meet several
federal air quality standards, anid are nonattainment areas for both ozone and fine
particilate matter.’ The General Conformity Rule was designed to require federal

. agencies, such-as FERC, te-ensure that proposed projects conform 10 the applicablé State
Implementation Plan-+1o énsure that projects were not worsening harmnful air quality
problems in nonattainment arces:

Toicorrect this inconclugive portion of the DEIS (page 3-172), FERC recommiends that
“Broadwater provide a full air guality analysis identifying all mitigation requirements
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required to demonstrate conformity. . ...~ FERC goes on to request that Broadwater's
analysis “provide a detailed explanation as'to-whether ot notthe project would mest each
requirement:”

CCE s extremely concerned that Broadwater is asked to analvze the air emissinns
of Broadwater after the DEIS process has been completed. analysis NEEDS to
be done by an independent party in order to carry validity and analysis aleo nesds to
be subject to public review. CUE is requesting FERC 1o set up a process that would
allow members of the public & thanee to read the air analysis and offer coraments on the
documant.

0C29-1

2. The DEIS does not-account-for the combined air emissions of the FSRY and
the LNG Carriers.
A5 CUE stated at the scoping hearings and requested i writing during the public 0C29-2
comment perod, the project should be evalusted az a whole and notevalusted in sections,
i a segmented fashion, The DEIS lists the pollutants of the FSRU and lists the
poltutants of the LNG Carriers (only 4y they are offloading) and the support tugs, but
lacks a comprehensive review on whist effect the combined air pollitants would have.
The DEIS also does not evaluate the long-term/combined effects of the alr pollutants.

According to the DEIS the combined yearly pollutants would be 288.000 pounds of
Carbon Monoxide, 1.1 million pounds of Nittogen Oxide; 74,000 pounids of Volatile
Organic Compounds {(VOCs), 1.} million pounds of Sulfur Dioxide and 166,000 pounds
of Fine Particulate Matter. Broadwater estimates the life of the profect 1o be 20 years. In
20 years the facility will have emiited over 5 million pounds of Carben Menoxide, 20
million pounds of Nitrogen Oxide, over 1 million poumids 6F VOCs, 20 million pounds of
Sulfur Dioxide, and ovér 3 million pounds of Fine Particulate Matter,

FERC needs to provide an analysis of how these acenmulating pollutants will effect
the air-quality of the surrounding region, including the effect of increased Nitrogen
i thewater colunin of the Sonnd, which has not been evalusted in the DEIS, Ajdr
depasition is currently the second leading source of nitrogen contaminntion in the
Sound.

FERC has not done 2 comprehensive analysis on the effécts of the harmiful air pollutants
that the Broadwater facility will emit. This section needs 16 be further expanided 1o be
comprehensive, combining the FSRU and the LNG ¢ardier emissions; CCE also believes
that anty analysis needs to be conducted by an independent entity and available for public
review,

0C29-3

Thank youfor this opportunity to ¢omment.

Maureen Dolan Murphy

i

N-821

Section 3.9.1 and Appendix K (General Conformity) of the final EIS
provide updated information on Project-related air emissions. This
informetion has been reviewed by the pertinent federal and state regulatory
agencies.

According to the L1SS (2006), more than 150,000 pounds of nitrogen are
discharged each day from wastewater treatment plants which resultsin
approximately 40 percent of the total nitrogen that makes its way into the
Sound. While efforts to reduce this |oad have been successful, this source
is still the main contributor to nitrogen loading in the waters of the Sound.
Nitrous oxides or "NOXx" is the collective term for a group of highly
reactive gases containing variable amounts of nitrogen and oxygen (e.g.,
nitric oxide"NO" and nitrogen dioxide "NO,") and are produced when fuel
is burned at high temperatures. It is estimated that 527 tons of NOx per
year would be emitted during the operation of the Project, including
emissions from the FSRU, support tugs, LNG carriers etc. In comparison,
coal-fired power plants emit approximately 20,000 tons per year of NOx.
To the extent that some of the existing power plants convert from other
fossil fuelsto natural gas, it is possible that the NOx contribution from
combustion engines related to operation activities would be outweighed by
the benefits of increased "clean" fossil fuel that would be brought to the
region by the implementation of this Project.

Section 3.9.1 and Appendix K (Genera Conformity) of thefinal EIS
provide updated information on Project-related air emissions based on
updated air dispersion modeling which includes emissions from both the
FSRU and the LNG carriers. The modeling protocol for the current air
dispersion analysis was approved by both the NY SDEC and the USEPA in
2007. All air pollutant emission calculations prepared by Broadwater are
included in the most updated version of Resource Report 9, which is
publicly available on the FERC docket. The air dispersion modeling is aso
available on the FERC docket.
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ORIGINAL
Writtan Comments regarding the

PROPOSED BROADWATER LNG PROJECT DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Reference Docket Nos, CP06-54-000 and CPO6-55-000

Submitted by Kyle Rabin
Exscutive Dirsctor, Friends of the Bay

S imdssbey
Whrking to keep the oystar in Oyster Bay s 2

Publlc
tha Fedeval Energy Reguletory Comimisgion, us.mcomw&gmmvm
District, U.S. Coest Guard & Now York Siate Department of

© ¢ Jaiiary 16, 2007, 7-10pm
" Smithtowh West High School Avditorium -
100 Central Road -
Smithtown, NY

hedd by

Thank vou for the opportihity to-provide comments on'the Draft Environmental Impact-Statement

regarding: Broadwater's proposal to site’ a Hquefied: nmtural gas terminal in the hesrt of Long Island

Sound.

OC30-1

My nameis Kyle Rabin. [ work for Priends of the Bay, an envirormental conservation group that

serves to protect the. Oyster Bay/Cold Spring Harbor estuary, one of the Sound’s many embayments.

Cur sipporiers are svid Long Island Sound enthusiasts and they believe that their outdoor experiences

will be adversely impacted by Broadwater.

1 represent Frignds of the Bay on the Long Island Seund Study Clitzens Advisory Commities. My
commients tonight are exclusively on behalf of Friends of the Bay. 0OC30-2
1t goes without saying that many Long Islandery care deeply about the Sound snd. greatly-value its

contribution to region’s quality of lite and to'the regional economy. Many of us also believe strongly

in citizen involvement and public service. Regrettably, the Draft Environmenial Impact Staternent {or

DEIS} issued by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commissiot has made s mockery out of all of these.

DEIS. FERC should seriously consider ‘the concerns that have boen raised by these individuals.
Topping the list of the Impact Statement’s flaws is that the DEIS does not provide sufficient facts o
determine Broadwnater’s impact on Long Island Sound. Also, as the DEIS acknowledges, there-are still
& niumiber of qmstinns that Broadwater needs to provide FERC with answers 'to. And lastly, the DEIS
0C30-2 l:gave cursory review to many issues using minimal literature, ‘analysis or synthesis to reach its
OC30. Bi_comlmmns of minimal impacts. More specifically, the sonstruetion of the project’s: pipeline will

OC30-3

0C30-1 [Well—msmcwd scientists -and members of the academic community have: blasted the quality of the

N-822

Section 3.0 of the final EIS has been updated to address technical concerns
identified by these experts, particularly Sections 3.1 and 3.3. In addition,
we met with the experts to discuss their concerns, and a summary of their
technical comments and our responses is provided in Table 2.2-5
(Appendix N in thisfinal EIS).

The final EIS has been updated to reflect recent literature and field study
results and the local technical expertise offered by awide variety of
representatives of resource agencies (federal, state, and local),
organizations, academia, and the public.

An estimated 350,000 cubic yards of sediment would be disturbed during
pipeineinstallation. Asidentified in Section 3.1.2.2 of the final EIS, we
have included a recommendation that Broadwater actively backfill the large
majority, if not all, of the trench with the native sediment excavated from
the trench. Backfilling methods and post-construction success would be
developed in coordination with federal and state resource agencies.
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A
OC30-3 1 move & massive smount of sediment and forever alter layers of Long Istand Sound sedimient stractires
== that have taken millions of vears to form.  Fisheries could be impacted by invasive species brought into

OC30-4 | the Sound from the ballast water of literally hundreds of tankers planned to service the industrial
= gomplex. And then there is the impact of impingement and enteainment on aguatic life in various
OC30-5 | stages of their respective life cvoles,

0030.6 [ FERC's evalustion of the Broadwater LNG project is, predictably, narrow-minded, It fails to
= adequately consider alternative medny for getting gas to the vegion. It fails to consider how many LNG
OC30-7 {_terminals the nation sctaally nesds. Tt Tails to consider the co-opting of piblic waters fof one private
0C30.8 [V Tt fails 1o consider the serious use conflicts thal will arise. Most significant: It fails to consider the
L. precedent that the Broadwater project would set for other industrial projects in the Sound. And it fails
QC30-8 1 1o consider the cumulative impact of Broadwater's proposal coupled with curent, pending, and
— ressonabily foreseesble projects and mctivities in the Sound. It fails to consider whether this project —
0OC30-10 [ which would siphon tens of billions of dollars out of the regional econoimy — really is in our interest.
All of these concerns were raised at the public meetings back in 2005. Sadly, you chose 1o ignore

Q3011 | - them and in doing 8o vou have done this region a great disservice.

FERC's actions put corporaie interests vver public health and the environment. . How else could one

OC30-12 | explain FERC’s fiilure to consider the factors | listed shove? The federal government has been behind
some major blunders of late. Certain government sctions set the: bar high in terms of senseless and

Oi50-13 [ oolish decieion-tiaking. Bk 1ot the ssouis you, yout sgeney s DELS {s ot the witof e List. Otie i
wonder if ceriain agencies and certain projects  are benefiting or boping to benefit from & public
distracted by & war being ‘waged In the Middle East. Well, that's certainly not the case here. Many
local, State and Federal elected officials have spoken out ggainst the Broadwater proposal, Few have
chosen to-speak in support of it. And for good reason: from ‘& scientific, economic or commion sense
point of view this project, simply is foolish.

For local; state and federal policymakiers with us this evening, I respectiully remind you that without a
pomprehensive regional energy plan, we will continue to fate energy proposals like Broadwater, which
epitomize shortsightedness and lazy thinking. We, as 8 region, must move swiftly: 1o implement
energy cfficiency, energy conservation, and renewable energy initiatives. The job creation and boost
to-the sconoiy from these initintives will dwarf anything that Broadwater claims itwill provide.

In closing, 1 suppont the recommendation 16 start over and o take an objective: approsach. this time,

FERC must revisit the comuments it seceived from the initial round of public meetings and also take

under advisement the concerns raised by scientists and members. of the scademic community. This

time prepare answers based in science instead of responses designed to duck the issue or deflect

0OC3015 [cﬁﬁﬁm Finally, it behooves FERC to carefully heed the New York State Department of State’s
expertise and analysis with respect to coastal consistency. And Governor Spitzer - [ nssume you arc
represented here tonight~ please strongly oppose this project.

OC30-14

To FERC, ACOE, and USCG, 1 leave you with this: Your respective agencies may not be “proponents
for™ or “ppponents against” {as you claimed earlier), bul’ your agencies are poised 10 become the
fapdogs of the Broadwater corporate conglomerate. The Sound is an Estuery of National Significance;
Broadwater isf exercise in extreme ignotance,

That concludes my statement.
[Exccerpes froms thavi veriisios compmenty were rond oy Sie Jannary 19, 3007 public mosting refevemce ebove.]

OC30-4

OC30-5

OC30-6

OC30-7

OC30-8

OC30-9

OC30-10

N-823

As discussed in response to comment LA15-6, LNG carriers are not
expected to discharge ballast water into Long Island Sound because they
would arrive in Long Island Sound laden with cargo (see Section 3.2.3.2 of
thefina EIS). Inthe unlikely event that a carrier did discharge ballast
waeter, the discharge would be conducted in accordance with federal and
international regulations. These regulations include EPA’ s pending ballast
water measures for foreign vessels, to be enacted in 2008, that are intended
to minimize potential impacts of invasive species.

Section 3.3.2.2 of the final EIS discusses entrainment and impingement
impacts and measures to minimize impacts of the FSRU water intakes, such
as |locating the water intakes at a water depth with relatively low densities
of ichthyoplankton (approximately the mid-depth of the water column), and
limiting the water intake velocity (0.5 foot per second or less).

As discussed in Section 4.0, the final EIS evaluates awide variety of
alternatives to the proposed Broadwater Project that could provide
projected natural gas and other energy demands of the New Y ork City,
Long Island, and Connecticut markets.

The number of LNG terminals needed to meet the nation’ s energy supply is
not relevant to the assessment of a project that proposes to meet the energy
demand of the Connecticut, Long Island, and New Y ork City region.

Impacts to and potential conflicts among users of the Sound are discussed
throughout the EIS and the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), especially
in Sections 3.5.5.1, 3.5.5.2, 3.6.8, and 3.7.1.4 of thefina EIS. As
described in Section 3.5.2.2 of the final EIS, the Broadwater Project would
not serve as a stimulus for future offshore industrialization of the Sound.

Section 3.11 of the final EIS discusses the cumulative impacts of recent,
current, and reasonably foreseeable projects that potentially affect the
Project area.

As stated in Section 3.6.6 of the final EIS, construction and operation of the
proposed Broadwater Project likely would result in an increase in regional
economic activity and tax revenue. Operational costs areto be borne,
largely, by Broadwater and the Coast Guard. A Cost-Sharing Plan would
be developed in cooperation with local governments, as described in
Section 3.10.6 of thefinal EIS.
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OC30-11  Thefinal EIS has been updated to address public concerns, including
comments on the purpose and need (Section 1.1), alternatives (Section 4.0),
and cumulative impacts (Section 3.11).

OC30-12  Wemay only conclude that the commentor did not carefully review the
draft EIS since these issues are addressed in the draft and final ElSs.
Pl ease see our responses to comments OC30-3 through OC30-11.

OC30-13  TheEIS was prepared by experienced scientists, engineers, planners, and
other technical professionalsin compliance with NEPA guidelines, CEQ
regulations for implementing NEPA, and FERC' s regulations for
implementing NEPA. They also addressed all of the commentor’s
concerns, as noted above.

OC30-14  Asnoted in the response to comment OC30-13, the draft and final EISs
were based on a scientific analysis of information for existing conditions
and followed accepted procedures for federal EISs. We solicited and
received input and review from our federal and state cooperating agencies.
We addressed each potential impact of the Project openly and
comprehensively, without regard to what negative or positive comments we
might receive.

OC30-15  Broadwater submitted a coastal consistency certification to NY SDOS and
to FERC that contains Broadwater's anaysis of the Project's consistency
with New Y ork State coastal policies, including applicable policies of the
Long Island Sound CMP and the applicable local land management plans.
NY SDOS is responsible for determining whether the Project is consistent
with those policies. Itisour understanding that NYSDOSwill fileits
determination with FERC &fter the final EIS has been issued.

Organizations and Companies Comments
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January 19, 2007

i ¢
Ms. Magalie R. Salas, Secretary maliy o
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission )
888 First Street NE, Room 14 R i
Washinglon, D.C. 20426 ‘

RE:  Docket Nos. CPOS-054-000 and CPD&-055000
Dear Ms. Salas

The recent issuance by the Federal Encrgy Regulaiory Commissionofits 0OC31-1
Diraft Environmental Tnypact Statement supports four clear conclusions about the
Broadwater Energy project.

The DEIS: 1) affirmis the necd for the project; 2) finds Brogdwater jo be
the prefemed environmental altemative; 3) states that naturdl gas supplied by
Broadwater would help meet air quality objectives; and 4) reiterates the findings
of the United States Coast Guard that Broadwater can be operated safely and is
consistent ‘with. current uses.of Long Islind Sound. It is for these and other
reasons, fucluding the benefits it can bring to Long Island’s hospitals, that |
support Broadwater,

For many years until recently, [ served a5 President and Chief Executive
Officer of Huntington Hospital: ['am also s past president of the Nassau-Suffolk
Hospital Council, which comprises 23 voluntary hospiials here on Long Island
and is probably one of the nation’s largest regional hospital associations. That
group, whose institutions dirsctly serve a population of more than three million
people; has over the years been very concerned with energy costs, and has sought
various solutions.

1 my capacity nowas Trustes of the hospital and advisor to the Executive
Management Team, | was recently briefed on this off-shore LNG project and
firmly believe: that the potential benefits of this' project should be fully and
evenhandadly reviewed by your agency. 1believe Broadwater could have avery
‘positive impact-on the economic viability of this region, hias the potential to help
our hospitals, ‘and upgrade our electrical power gensrating power plan in
Northport.

As yowcan imagine, the world of a hospital CEQ is an especially complex onie in
which you are responsible for running & sigrificant enterprise with a large

1

N-825

Thank you for your comments.
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Unofficial FERC+<Gencrated PDF -of Z007011%-0093 Received by FERE OSEC -D1/1672007 In Docket#: CPOE~B5~00

physical plint, tholsands of employees and hundreds of thousands of
“custorners.” The greatest threat to hospitals today, in fact, are the unfunded
mandates and other requirements that cost hospitals more money but for which
they are not reimbursed adeguately or st all. Encrgy s one of the largest badpet
items over which we have no tontrol and for which there is no possibility for full
reimbursement.

Inaddition, on cold Winter days, we are forced to switch from natural gas
1 Tess-efficient fossil fuel 1o operate our hospital boilers because of supply
constraints. The addtionof an LNG facility would provide a more diverse supply
of energy 1o meet peak demands.

Huntington Hospital is-a few minutes drive from the Keyspan's huge
energy plant in Northpost. As Trustee of sn ofganization whose mission includes
supporting fnftiatives that promote public health and wellness, T believe that
“glemning up” that plant should be a priotty. 1 fully support-any role thet
Broadwater might have in providing affordable and reliable natural gas supplies
1o contribute to cleanerair for residents in the region.

Time is no longer on our side; we need to address the near-term growing
reliance on natural gas, current supply constrints, skyrocketing energy costs
impacting business and community based healthcare institations, and we need to
modernize our aging electrical generation infrastructure. The advantages of the
Broadwater project deserves our thoughtful and intelligent examination,

Sincerely,

(A

JRGleal

Copy: Govemor Elliott Spitzer
MYSE Depertment of State
Kathering Heaviside, Epoch'§

N-826
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DR IGINAL

LEAGUE OF WOMEN YOTERS OF CONNEETICUT, ING.

Federal Energy Regulsiory Commission Public Hesring *
January 16, 2007, Branford High School 7701 s
Draft Envirenmenial Impact Statement EIS 01%6D ot
Broadwater LNG Project
Dacket numbers PF05-4,CP06-54-000,CP06-55-000 .
Comments submitted by Cheryl Dunsen; Vice President, Public Issues

ARy
I‘_:{l';

The League of Women Voters of Connecticut, comprised of approximately 2,500 members
across the state, is & nonpartisan, political organization committed to effective public policy
through education and advocacy. "We appreciate the opportunity 1o comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS or the “Report™} and the process being.used to
assess Broadwater Energy’s-application to construct an offshore liquefied natural gas {(LNG)
facility in Long Island Sound.

The League provides testimony on public policy issues based upon positions derived from
member study and consensus. The Lenague believes governmental policies and sctions must
promgte resource conservation, stewardship, reduction of energy growth rates and promotioniof
resiewable energy sources. Additionatly, the Leagiie believes that wise decision-making requires
adequate data and a framewbrk within which alternarives may be weighed and intelligent
decisions niade

The League of Women Votersof Connectiont believes that this project should be denied
becauge:

1} The Draft EIS fails to provide sdequate scientific duts requoired to support its
conclisions.

2} The federal governmient has failed to promote coordinated energy-planning snd
decisipn-making o enhance states” capabilities for resource msnagement.

1)The Dralt EIS Fails To Provide Adegunte Scientific Dats Required To Suppoert Is
Conclasiony

_ The Drafi EIS states “we believe thas the imipacts associated with the proposed Broadwater
Project would be relatively minor...™ Yet, Consiecticut’s leading scientists ot Long Island
Sound were unanimous in their assessment that the Draft EIS fails to-provide sdeguate scientific
dats required to support its conclusions regarding minimal environmental impacts. It was with
alarm thai the League listened to the expert testimony sibmitted at the 12/7/06 Long lsland
Sound LNG Task Force public hearing in Hartford:

0C32-1

0C32-1

Ralph Lewss, a retired state marine geologist, former membicr of the National Acsdemy of
Sciences Ocean Sciences Board and author of over 100 papers on the geology of Long Island
Sound; noted that the Draft EIS uses & report that is-over 35 years old (i.e., Williams 1981) 10
describe the geology of Long Tsland Sound rather than the recent 2005 Stone, of of. USGS

v Scientific Investigations Map 2784. As'g result, whilé the Draft EIS acknowledged that lake clay

! Draft Envirotignental Impact Stateme, Broadwater LNG Project, FERC/EIS 01960, page ESA1S.

PRO D elb e Badive 315, Ulatndun €T H6514-301 3
Pl 14031 288-70006 Faw (Y03)- 2887908 cinai) hovoiehaygtong Wl site winiplwiguorg

N-827

FERC has reviewed the December 7, 2006 testimony to the Connecticut
LNG Task Force. Responses to the specific technical comments by the
experts who testified before the Connecticut LNG Task Force are provided
in Table 2.2-5 (Appendix N in this final EIS).

Organizations and Companies Comments

BW030126




OC32 - League of Women Voters of Connecticut, Inc.

Unofficial FERC~Gewerated PDOF of 20070302+-0008 Reosived by FERC OSEC 0¥/21/2007 in Docketi: CPUs«BL<00

0C32-1

deposits were present in Long Island Sound.? it did not present 2 good undersianding of the
extensiveness of clay deposits which in some areas are up t0:500"thick . In terma of construction
implications; he notes that rather than the 165" long pilings needed to reach bedrock as suggested
in the report; pilings 3 times that length may be needed. Clearly, n detailed and accurate
understanding of the geslogy of Long Island Sound ranst be demonstrated before spproval
cin be contidersd.

Asnother concers was the Draft E1S® description of selsniic activity in‘this region. The Repont
references a USGS database and states “there are no active faults that run through Long Island
Sound™ as if this were “cut and dried™ However, Mr. Lewis noted that sefsmic activity is ot
well understond in the Norttieast becsuse we do not have the type of plate-boundary faults
charactenstic ol Californin He noted that the Report failed to incorporate the work of the
Weston Observatory thal s the leading ‘center of information or Northeastern US seismic
Activity.

Evena cursory review of Weston Observatory ‘website notes that this region indeed has fualts but
they are different in nature: “The veourrence of earthquakes in the northeastern United States
apparently violates the plate tectonic model. The past several decades of research oo this topic,
however, have demonstrated that it may be possibleto explain the ocourvence of earthquakes in
the Nertheast within the framework of plate tectonics. The challenge in figuring out why the
Earth. quakes in New England is that the earthqualke process in plate interidrs is more complex
than at plate boundaries. Unitke the situation in California, there is no obvious relationship
between earthguakes and geologically mapped faults in most intraplate aveas. ™ foriginad
emphyasiz] A map and companion narrative based upod the Weston Observatory archives of
earthquakes recorded by the Nostheastern United States Sedsmic Network from 1975-1999 notes
“An interesting festure of the pattern of sarthquake activity in thie Northeast'is that between 1975
anid 1999; some relatively large earthquakes occurred inargas that were not particularly activein
the earlier part of the century™ This newly active area includes 2 earthquakes within Long
Island Sound! The sheence of a clear understanding of seismic setivity alose should bea
biasis for a denisl #t this junclure.

Roman Zajae, Professor of Biology and Envifonmental Science at the University of Néw
Haven, noted that no detailed statistical analysis was provided in the repont regarding the marine
organisms found during the April and May 2005 surveys referenced inthe report”® Forsxample,
while the report suggests it would be unusual for mollusks to be located in'the middle of Long
Island Sound, he notes that ¢lams typically are found in'the middle of Long Island Sound. While
the report focuses on the presence of lobsters, it fuils to include mention of any data from the
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection that gethers Jobster deta annually, He also

050, g3y

?fnd., p.3s,

* Bt tivewwi2 b edurkafica/ Wiy Quakes/whiy. quakes htmi Wity Does the Barth Quakie in New Erigland? The
Sciente of Uneogwected Earthquakes byAlan L. Kafl, PhD., Weston Observatory,Dept, of Gioology and
?ﬁhm&m College.

* Diaft Errvironssental Inpuct Statement, Beoadwater LNG Projsct. FERC/EIS-O196D, page 3-39-41.

EWVET Broatwater Tertinscny 116407 FERC Public Huaring Page 3
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noted that the Report uses recovery estimates based upon research from dredged “mounds™ sven
thobgh pits and trénches are hydrologically different; while there may be applicabifity; the Jack
of quangitative dats brings into question the tecovery assessment. Prof. Zajac stressed that s
detailed environmental baseline Is crucial to make any predictions about marine
community vecovery and that given the repori’s low level of quantification, there s no
basis for the conclusions,

Peter Auster, an Associate Professor with the University of Conpecticut’s National Undersea
Research Center and Departmient of Manine Sciences, made similar observations regarding the
lack of critical data-and anslyses; Foréxample, the reportindicates that the potential for
introducing invasive species from ballast water iz minima) because Broadwater will follow Coast
Guard requirements and standard shipping practices” The Report fails o take into aceotint
coastal shipping of LNG from the Gulf of Mexico and the type of mitigation measures for
invagive species that would be necessary for ships:ther stay within 200: miles of the coast,
Another example'is when the Report acknowledges potential inpacts of underwater sound
pressute 1o fish during the construction phase but fails to provide any data or analysis on the
effects of chronic sound from the operation of the facility, Prof Auster also noted that there were
o works on disturbance ecology referenced in the report 1o substantiate the recovery dynamics
outlined foc the construction and operational phiases of the project. Given the Importance of
Long Tsisnd Sound’s fisheries to the eronomic health of the region, the Iack of data snd
analysiy should be & haais for denlal

Lance Stewart, a0 Associate Professor gt the College of Agriculture and Natural Resources st
the University of Connecticut-and Chairman of the Connecticut’s Lobster Restoration
Cominission, expressed concern that the Draft E15 states that water temperature would be
affected on & “very limited basis™® but fuils 1o provide any entropy studies that wonld suppornt
that canclusion(i.e., the potential impact the project could have in raising water temperaurey
thereby impacting the health of merine populations in the Sound). Additionally, he noied that the
report failed 1o assess the affects of light-attraction on marine populations (e.g., the potential for
increased mortality of centain species such as squid which sre attracied to light). In'other words,
the Report’s conclusion that tighting “would nigt significantly slter the migratory, spawning, or
feeding behaviors of the aquatic species in the vicinity” is unsubstantisted. Agaln, given the
Importance of Lodg Telsnd Sound’s fisheries to the econgroic healib of the reglon, the lack
of daia and analyeis should be a basis for denial.

Public trust and eonfidence are severely undermined —and poteatially disastrous projects can be
spproved - when a federal agency bases its decision on an EIS that is dats-light The League of

Worten Votens of Connecticit believes that this project should be denied because the Draft EIS
fails 1o provide the sclemtific data required 10 support its conchisions

! Draft EI5, 5384,
* Dhid,, p3-247,

LWVET Beoadwater Testinay: §/ 1607 FERC Publse Heanng Page ¥
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2,The Féderal Governmenit Has Failed To Promote Coordinsted Energy-Planging And
Decision-Making To Enbance States” Capabilities For Resource Manngement.

Ceruainly one of the most densely populated sreas in the nation is going to have future energy
neexds, But where is the framework for comprehensively evaluating 21l energy strategies within
the region? How many LNG facilities does our region need? According toa Briefing Paper
prepared by Northéast Gas Association it December 2006, there are 17 propoasls stretching ﬁ'om
Delaware to Nova Scotis to supply LNG to the Northeast U'S. and Eastern Canadian markets”
Which of these alternatives have the most promise of providing additionsl supply to this region
with the least énvironmental impact and public safety risk? According 1o this data-light Draft
EIS, it’s Broadwater. '

Fiveof the 17 proposals have received US federal, state of Canadian approval and & sixth is
cutrently under constiuction in Cansda.’" n this LNG marathon, these lucky 6 made it to the
finish line first: The Draft EIS acknowledges that “gas from the Canaport pipeline not consumed
in Canadi and Wew England potentially could be tnnspanod to othér markets. ..ihrough existing
interconnections. .. but no ?ectf ¢ informition regaiding project upgrades or associated inpacts
has been made available " As has been pointed out, “the Bear Head and Canaport LNG import
terminals in eastern Canada, forexample, are expected to begin receiving deliveries and
transporting gay to the northeast United States as soon as 2008, .these supplies will be available
¢ least two years earlier than Broadwster could begin operations.” Thiess facilitics, which sre
already under construction, are among s nomber of sopply and desmand alternstives which
do not thresten the integrity of » national savironmental tressure.”" femphasis added]

Additionaily, the Draft IS concludes that “renewable energy sources or efieigy conservation
would individuslly reduce energy demands in the region by only a small amount.”™ The League
believes that federal policies and actions must encourage energy conservation and the use of
renewable sources through ressarch and development, financisl incentives, rite-setting policies
and mandatory standards, including standards for energy-efficient buildings, appliances and
aitomobiles.

Lest there be any doubt regarding the critical role of éfficiency in maintaining & reliable supply, 8

siudy conducted by the Internationsl Energy Agency concluded that energy efficiency
inproveniems, as opposed 1o structural changes, were primarily responaible for' the dropin

’mmormmnmmmmmwus Cras sawd Energy Markoets, Bricfiog Paper

Prepared by the Northeast Gas Assotiation Decamber 2006 Updsie, paged

'S Draft BIS, pd-21

g, Cromm Landing, MY nd Weaver's Cove, M, have rsceived 1S feders] appeovals, Neptune LNG and

mmmmmnﬁmmmvemedmdmwmwmem

Brusiswick Has received Canadisn appioval aid Canaport LNG New Brariswick is tndei construction.

“Drmms,w-m
MWWLNGWTMMWMWMW

W Enerpy Ecopomicg, March 2,

M Drafy BIS. pd6

LWACT Brosdwater Testimony L A56407 FERC Public Hearing Page'd
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The target market for the proposed Broadwater Project consists of New
York City, Connecticut, and Long Island, not the eastern seaboard of the
United States. Thisis an important distinction when evaluating alternatives
to the Broadwater proposal. Alternatives must be eval uated based on their
ability to accomplish the same objectives as the applicant’ s proposal. Since
only one proposed LNG project, the proposed Safe Harbor Energy Project,
is designed to service the New York City segment of the market area, all
other proposals must be substantially modified (expanded) to achieve the
same objective.
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exergy use per unit of GDP in Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
Countries (OECD); including the US, over the last 30 years, 4
The IEA study further concluded:

“Experience across differert OECD countries d stvates that appli and vehicle
efficiency standards, funding of home energy retrofits, utility DSM programmes, and
ather ypes of encray efficiency initiatives are very costgffective ever when factors such
as rebound effect, free viders, and real world performance are taken into goeonni ™

06373 Eﬁﬁ‘g tli§&$§: ffenmegyb&:ﬁiﬁﬁ Z‘L“&?&ﬁ“ﬁf‘é?&”ﬁﬁﬁ ',}ifé‘é‘?s 0C32-3 We recognize thgt measures to reduce demand for el ectricity a_nd natu_ral
coticlusion; there is ample evidence that efficiency can lead to significant reductions in the gas can be effective and that they have been undertaken and will continue
desnand for eneray. Reducing energy needs through increased efficiency should be a higher in the future. As discussed in Section 1.1 of the final EIS, however, the
priocity than secking new LNG energy sources. demand for e ectricity and natural gas is expected to increase in the region
There is wide consensus that increasing our national “energy security’” requires reducing the despite those measures.

amount of pil weimport from politically unstable regions of the world. That goal applies equally
to imported LNG.. A federal policy that promotes increased impmuﬁ(m of LNG runs counter ta
that goal since most of the LNG will come from equally unstable regions. According to the
Nertheast Gas Association Briefing Paper'’, the leading supply areas to the U.S,, ranked by
volume, 2005, were:

I Trinidad & Tobsgo
2.Algena

3Egypt

4 Malaysia

5 Migeria

With the exception of Trinidsd sod Tobugo, the US State Department is posting signifieant
warnings on exch of the remaining top ¢ exporting nations. The warnings include reportsof
kidnsppings, bombings, ambushes, asmsinmions, attacks on oil company facilities, and al-
Qaeds linked terrorist gmups capable of carrying out transnational attacks in locations where
Westérmers ctmgregate

¥ Howsed Gelley swid Soptie: Aiali, » The Experience With Energy Efficlency Polictes dnd Progromimes in 1E4
gmw.fes Learning froms the Critics,” Imermanonal Energy Agency, August 2005, p.2.

!l:nd nié.

17 The Role Of Liguefied Natisral Gas {Lig) I The Moniheast U'S. Gas And Energy Markess Briefing Paper
mﬁmmmmmmm Updatepage2,

¥ tottpr/mavel state, govAtravelicis_pa: tw/twite: 020 bimi AlgeriaThis informmition is current & of today; Saf Jan 13
1559472007, This Teavel Warning is being updated to alen Americans (o recent tenorist atacks in Algeria. The
thineat from terreism in wmany mmmmwmangmﬂummwmk This supervedes (e Travel
‘Warning issued on N, ber 22, 2006, The Dr State urges U.8. citizens who travel 1o Algenato
wﬂmmmﬂymmmwmmm Sustined small-acale terorst aacks incloding bombings,
false rondblocks, kideappings. ambushes. and asssssinations oocus....~
Ttpo/ravel siate goviravel/cis_pa tww/tw 928 teml NigeriaThie information is current s of today, SetJan 13
FO0T. “The seourity situmtion in the Delta region has deteriorated sigrificantty. Travel w the region reshaing very:

LWVCT 118K ic Heanng Page
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Additionstly, Algeria and Nigerix, as members of the Organization.of Petroleum Exporting
Countries (OPEC), are notorious for cuting production to prop up market prices and canbe
expected do the same for LNG-export. . Indeed, just this weekend Algeria’s Eneigy and Mines
Minmister Chakib. Khelil announced that OPEC members are considering another cut.in oil
pmdwign 1o address 8 15 percent price drop as.a result of curbed oil demand due to » mild
winter.

In conclusion:

1¥The Drafi EIS fails to provide sdequate scientific data to support its conclusions ont 2
oumber of important issues. Expert witnesses have testified 1o the failure to useup-to-date data
and to-overlook instances where data is lacking that are essential for properly charscterizing the
envitonmental impact of the Broadwater project. In addition, ‘the complex sk unceértain behavior
of earthquakes that appears to have been insdequately considered. Furthermore, according to
expert testmony, the depth of the mud layer atthe moormg site;, in the absence of adequate dats,
remains highly uncertain, possibly requiring much loniger pilingsto reach bed rock.

2) The federal goveruntent bas falled to promote coordinated energy-planning and
decision-muking for energy vesonrce mansgement; The 1.8, government has failed 10 creatéa
comprehensive long-term energy plan. Partof such a plan would define regional requirements
for energy growth and conservation: In the absence of adequate guidelines, realistic alternatives
to'the Broadwater project have béen inadequately addressed in the draft EIS. The role of greater
energy efficlency and slternative energy generation have been dismissed as having little impact
on growing energy needs. Yet several independent studies strongly support the opposite
conclusion. Finslly national “energy security” requires reducing our dependence on imported
enetgy from unstable regions of the world. That goal applies to imported LNG as well g3 oil,

Broadwater Is not 2 [Leng Bland] Sound project and should be denied.

dangerous and shiould be avoided.. . Over the lasi several monkiis, the vegion has becii sobjected 1o a series of attacks
mmlmmhutnmﬁumhmmmmmhedmmmdmmm peveonnsl”
hnpi/fravel stale govAravel/cis pe twicis/cls 960 him! Mateyela This information is curves as-of today, Set Jan 13
2007: wwummmmmmmmdmm The Utisted
States Government hag designated Jemgah T b {J1) 45 8 Foesign Ti Oeganization - JT is gn exirenist
mMmﬂMMathmMukmmmmmmm

i betwesnt i
ijmﬁmpvmvm_p ‘wicialcis, 1108 him! Bgype This information is current as of today, Sat Jan 13
2007 “Egypt sulfiered o series of deadly \ermorist stiscks i ov near ionrist sites i tete 2004, 2003, snd 2006 - oftey
coinciding with nmajor local holidays.,. A heavy seourity presence is apperent b travelers throughout the country ..
Wehﬁmm&mmmw&cﬂmwmwtkmdﬁw%aﬂlwimm
April 2006 bornbings reflect @ persigtent, indigenows threal of termyr activitics, ™
¥ hitp:/news. yabioo.com/e/nm/20070113/s wopec_algeria_ic 1 “OPEC consulting on emengency moeting”

LWVCT Testimoay 1607 FERC Public Hewring Pege 6

OC32-4  We have reviewed the information provided by the four experts and have

N-832

included this informetion, as appropriate, in our analysis. It isat least
arguable, however, that the informetion provided was “ essential”.
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CITIZENS
C AMPAIGN

FORTHE ENVIRGNMENT

Protecting the environment and working for a

Cltizenes Campuigr for the Environment
Comments o the Broadwater LNG Tevmioal Proposal for Long Island Sound
Wednesday, January 16, 2007

Good evening. My name i Kasey Jacobs Long Island Program Coordinatar with
Citizens Campaipn for the Environment,

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement does NO'T adequately assess the

ecological impacts this project will Canse to our already threatened Estuary of

Natienal Significance. Infact, CCE concurs with leading scientists ot both sides of :
the Sodnd whoim have researchied the Sound ecology and geology for decades and

have found the DEIS fo-be vastly deficient for assessing probable Impacts.

™ Porinstance, to-quote D Stephen Tettelbuch of Long Island University; “the DEIS
states, without any references, that juvenile or epibenthic phase lobsters ave located in
shatlow water less than 30 feet deep and thus pipeling ingtallation would have litte i any
effect on Jobsters during these stages of their lives. However, Sclafari (2001} stated that,
more juvenile lobsiers were expected to veoutin deeper than shallower waters [in Long
Tstand Sound]” The DEIS also conicludes that installing the pipeline during winter would
avoid impacts to'a portion of the adalt lobster popolation because they would have
wigrated offshore. Dr. Tettelbach reminds FERC that “Tt s well known that lobsters in LT
Sound are esentially nen-migeatory and thus confining pipeline installation to winter

* months would not be expected to reduce mortality of adult lobsters because they would
not have migrated out of the area.™ These are just two examples of several incorrect

L-  assumptions which the DEIS uses to provide an overall assessment,

3341

Al you are gware, the American lebster is a representative of a recreationally and
commercially fished species of the Sound. There has been 2 dramatic decline of Jobster
populations since the Fall of 1999, Thers are hany possible factors that could have
contributed to-dechines onan ecosystem-wide basis. These environmental, physiological,
and biological stresses Include; water quality conditions including elevated temperature
aid changes insalinity. environmental conditions such as storm events, pollution, lobster
crowding, disease-causing orjanisms, pestivides, and othersnthropogenic cauges.
Brosdwater would be yet again, snother pressure-on 'gur dvandling lohster populationand
thus Toss of our historical Iobster industry.

Broadwiater will not only impact biological species, but also will degradethe Sound's
historical maritinie culture and the economy, Financially compensating individual
fisherman for the loss of prime lobster and fishing grounds would be an adedqiate remedy

0OC33-1

N-833

As discussed in our response to Dr. Tettelbach’s comment in IN40-1,
Section 3.3.1.1 of the final EIS has been updated to discuss recent |obster
studiesin Long Island Sound.
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for those individuals however, compensating lobsterman and fisherman is ntt & NMB@
to preserving this mariiime culture and Use of the water body. CCE believes this will
contiibute to the decling of our tegion’s tourism, recreation, and fishing economies that
anmually bring to the area $5.5 billion.

Another rescarcher, Professor Ralph Lewis, the former Contiecticut State geclogist who
has published over 100 papers on LI Sound’s geology and who's cited aumerous times in
the DEIS, recently stated that the basic sediment distribution data used by FERC, in
addition to many other geological piéces, were ouidated and have since been superceded
by more recent stodies: ‘This outdated information was used fo assess the impacis of
the pipelines and terminal during construction and operation.

0OC33-2

Also, the Executive Summary of the DEIS states, “Since some water discharges for the
LNG carers would be associated with cooling on-boasd machinery, water discharged
from carriers berthed at the FSRU has been estimated to beant averageof 3.6 degrees F
warmer than ambient conditions. ., a8 & result, the impacts fo watér quality would be
sinor but would occur for the life of the Project” Later on in the assessment section the
pipeline thermal impacts states “During pedodsof low gas flow, the temperature of the
natural gag within the vise would decrease from 130 degrees Fas it exits. . .to :
approximately 120 degrees F 4t thic foot of the riser on the seafloor, .. the-water
temperaiure approximately three feet down-curient of the exposed pipeling would be
elevated to & maxisium of three degrees Fabove ambient temperatures, regardless of
season” It poes on 1o say. “No significant impact to ambient water temperatares in Long 0C33-3
Island Sound is expected to'be associated with this thermal exchange.”

No studies are cited in the DEIS o Gack thils statement up Tor either case and wo

consideration for the wide-known fact that thermal pollution typically decreases the

Tevel of dissolved oxygen in the water could be found, This is already 8 huge problem

for L1 Seund-with numetous monitoring programs iu place ¢n both sides of the Sound,

sich a8 the LI Sound Water Quality Monitoring Program, to start remedying this

prablem.: Broadwater would only multiply this situation more and obstruct years of

funding and research for mitigation efforts.

Actording to-the Long Island Sound Study, which was not referenced in this section of
the DEIS, Tow DO.in Long Island Sound causes lethality in fishes, juvenile cristaceans,
planktonic larvag of crustaceans and crabs, and growth reductions in lobsters and shrimp.

There were numerons other sclentific gaps and misrepresentations of data in the DEIS

and CCE will be submitting more detailed written comments before the end of the public

comment period, 0C33-4
I the hasic biology and geology of LI Sound were not conveyed accurately, what

other aréss and more critical assessments of this project were poorly conducied?

CCE has subrritted the full comments of these Teading researchers and others to FERC

and the Department of State for further review

¥

N-834

Section 3.1.2 of the final EIS has been updated to incorporate comments by
Dr. Lewis. Our technical responsesto Dr. Lewis concerns are provided in
Table 2.2-5 (Appendix N in this final EIS).

As described in Section 3.2.3.2 of the final EIS, highly localized increases
in water temperatures associated with the proposed Project would have no
measurable influence on DO levels in the immediate vicinity of the Project,
much less in Long Island Sound in general. The level of oxygen dissolved
in water is inversely related to the water temperature. The lower the
temperature, the more oxygen can dissolve in the water. Heating water
does not require a decrease in the observed oxygen levels if they are not
aready saturated. If the DO is at saturation, the decrease would not
approach levels of concern for biota Given the small areainfluenced and
the small decrease in the saturation potential, we determined that thisis not
asignificant factor. Additional information on thistopicis provided in our
response to OC2-14.

The Long Island Sound Study is referenced multiple timesin Section
3.2.1.0f the EIS, aswell as in other sections. Asindicated above, thereis
no technical basis to support the claim that that dissolved oxygen levels
associated with operation of the proposed Project would affect the marine
resources of Long Island Sound, much less cause mortality.
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Ti.conclusion,. the fate of LI Sound and the surroundiog maritime economy should
NOT be based on an insdequately vesearched and analyzed scientific literature, 1s
preminture to accept this docuinent as adequate to approve the Broadwater project
The Department of Siate and the Federal Encegy Regulatory Commission needs to

rejest Broadwater,
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apcsding 1o e wisnes ot our Founder the late Dr, Grace £ Barstow Murphy;
we are dedicated 1o protect and preserve Long feldnd's Linfgue Environment.

October 22, 2007
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¥ederal Energy Regulatery Comnisaion 2
Mz, Suedeen G. Kelly
Re: The Proposed Broadwater Enargy LNG Project
It 1s our purpose through the Bnclosed letter
to Governor Ellot Spitzer with a copy to those
involved in the devision-making process, to
progent a ¢lear uwnderstanding of federal and
state environmental protection legislation
applicable to the Broadvwater proposal.
Singerely.,
Wmen
Préasident
Enc.

Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071106-0088 Received by FERC OSEC LU/3042007 in Docketdy CROE-64-00
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ageoeding o the wistes ol Ut £ aunder, the lae DY, Grace £, Barstow Murphy,
o are Bedicated o protertand proserve Lonistand's Linique Envtrunieest.

Gotober 22, 2007

Covernor Eliot Spitzer
Executive Chamber
State Capitol

Albany, New York 12224

Re: The Proposed Brosdwater Energy LNG Project
Daear Governor Bpitzer:

In our continuing effort to oppose the above refersnced
proposal, we enclose our October 16th statement, "The
Broadwater Challernige.”

Sincerely,

G%é%d&g:@éff‘y regident

Enc.
Coples to:

Paderal Energy Regulatory Commission
Josaph T. Kelliher, Chairman
Suedeen G. Kelly
PHilip D. Mosller
Mark Spitzer
Jon Wellinghoff
Senator Billary Clinton
Senator Charles Schumer
Senator (hristopher Deodd
Senator Joseph Lieberman
Congresaman Tim Bishop
Congressman Steve Israel
Congressman Christopher Shays
Commecticut Governor M, Jodi Rell
Co-chalrpersons Connecticut Long Taland Sound LNG Task Porce
Senatur Len Fasanc and Senstor Andres Stillmen
Conngcticut Attorney General Richard Blumenthal
New York State Attorney Gensral Andrew Cudmo

N-837
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Coples to: continued Page 2

¥r. Mark Tedesco, Director EPA LIB Office
Secretary of State Lorraine Cortbs-vdzguez
HMr. Steve Reslexr, NYS DOS Division of Coastal Resources
RYS DEC Commigsioner Alexander B. Grannis
Connecticut DEP Commissicner Gina McCarthy
Mr. Peter Scully NYS DEC Regivnal Director
Senate Majority leader Joseph Bruno
Speaker of the Assembly Sheldon Silver
Senator John ¥Flanagan
Senator Owen Johnson
Benator Kenneth LaValle
Sanator Carl Marcellings. Chairman
Senate Environmental Conservation Committes
Angamblyman Marc Alessi
Assemblymsan Steven Englebright
Assemblyman Robert Sweéney, Chairman
Agmembly Bovironmental Congervation Committes
Assemblymin Fred Thiele
Suffolk County Executive Steve Lavy
Presiding Officer William Lindsay and Members of the
Suffolk County Legislature
Brogkhaven Supervisor Brian Foley and the Town Council
East Hampton Supervizor William McoGintes and Town Councoill
Huntington -Supervisor Frank Petrone and Town Council
Fiverhead Supervisor Philip Cardinale and the Town Council
Emithtown Superviscr Patrick Vecchio and the Town Council
Southeld Supervisor Scott Russell and the Town Council
Croanport Mayor David Ryce and the Village Trustees
Port Jefferson Mayor Brian Harty and the Village Trustees
Mr. Richard Johannesen, President aAnti-Broadwater Coalition
M. Donald Stralt, Executive Director Save the Sound
CEO Kevin Law Long Island Power Buthority
CEO Matthew Crossgon Long Island Association
Royal Dutech shell CEO Jercen van der Veer
TransCanada CEQ Harold N. Kvisleé
Newspapers

Long Island Advance

Community Journal

Dan'a Papers

East Hampton Star

The Hartford Currant

The Independent Chambers of Coimsree
The Long Islander Brookhaven Chambers of
Montauk. Sun Commerce: Coalition
Newsday Huntington

New York Times Emithtown

The Northport Observer Riverhead

Noxrth Shore Sun Greenport-Southold

Southampton Press
suffolk Life
Times Beacon Record Newspapers
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Conservationists United for Long Fsland
Founded 1956
Box 2973, Setaukpt, New York, 11733

THE BROADWATER CHALLENGE

The Broadwater 30 vear proposal to “industrialize” Public Trist Lands, the submerged
lands and waters of Long [sland Sound, js in direct conflict with mandated federal
legisiation to restore, protect - and preserve the Sound for the use and enjoyment of this
and future generations,

‘The justifisble opposition to thiz proposal can be substantiated in the progression of state
and federal Jogislation resulting in the ongoing 21 year Long Island Sound Study (LISS),
the Long Island Sound Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan and the
Connecticut and New York State Coastal Management Programs. The LISS isa
sollaborative effort sponsored by the 1.8 Eaviroiimental Protection Agency and the
states of Connecticut and New York in partrership with federal, state, interstate, and local
government agencies, indusiries, ihivergitiey and the public To restore and protect the
Sound.

The presently scenic and tanguil mid-Sound would be trensformed into 2 pairolled
exclusionary industrial zone, In comparison, the zone is 100 plus acres greater than
Central Park. The floating liquefied natural gas (LNG) regasification and storage
terminal propesed by Broadwater requires a 3.9 mile security and safety channel located
at the sasterly constricted entrance to the Sound for the weekly shipments of foreign LNG
in foreign owned tankers; The massive fermingl would be tethered to & pivoting platform
anchored tothe Sound’s floor and would require s new 21.7 mile underwater pipeline.
The exclusionary zone would be restricted solely foruses related o the privately owned
facility, Shell and TransCanada, Broadwater is a yibgidisry of Shell,

Mﬂmmmmwmmfmmmﬂemﬁm
Long Istand Sound Study has proven the Broasdwater precedent-setting proposal is
environmentally, economicaily and socially unmcepmbleshonmdlnngmm, hegatively
impecting our vital natwral resource of nationsl snd local significance. Viable
alternatives to Broadwater are ineluded in the fecord of the review prociess. ‘The
importance of requiring absolute oversight and accountability is confirmed in the
regulatory review provess. Example: The significant issue of emissions associated with
the facility and the foreign owned LNG supply tankers.

Based on the Long lalsnd Sound Study, millions and millions of dollars have been
invested in the restoration of the Sound which has resulted in an annual return of §5
billion while Broadwater caloulates an annual savings of approximately $680 million.
Most importantly, the cost of the proposal’s “industrialization™ with fts known negative
mmpacts and fitore unknown consequences is incalculable:

OC35-1 Asdescribed in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, the proposed Project would be

N-839

conducted in accordance with all federal and state regulations and permits.
While the proposed Project would be the only LNG terminal in Long Island
Sound, it would not be precedent setting in regard to industrialization or the
use of public trust landsin Long Island Sound. As described in Sections
3.5.2, 355, 35.7.4, and 3.7.1.3 of the final EIS, the public land and water
of Long Island Sound are currently used by avast array of commercial
endeavors including oil platforms, industrial and commercial docks,
pipelines, submarine cables, power plants, ferries, and commercial shipping
and fishing. Section 3.5.7.3 of the final EIS describes the potential impacts
of the Broadwater Project relative to the Comprehensive Conservation and
Management Plan. Section 3.0, especially Section 3.10, of the final EIS
and the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) inthe final EIS describe the
potential impacts associated with accidental or intentional releases of LNG.
They conclude that the Project-specific risks, including the threat of a
terrorist attack, would be manageable with implementation of the Coast
Guard's recommended Project-specific mitigation measures.

Organizations and Companies Comments

BW030138




OC35 - Conservationists United for Long Island

Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071106-0088 Received by FERC OSEC LU/3042007 in Docketdy CROE-64-00

OC35-1

The $700 million world’s first floating LNG terminal would serve s widespread densely
populated aren including Wew York City. Its mnssive size would increase the magnitude
of any malfuncion and would beighten notonly the potential of  terrorist attack, but also
the untried forces of nture effectively disrupting the region’s energy supply. From the
Connecticut and New: York State legislative hearings and Iegislation to the overwhelming
public response; the unresolved Broadwater safety and security issve remains a critical
matter of paramount concern.

In retrospect, Broadwater's challenige to take over Public Trust Lands has given ns the
opportunity to realize the phencimenal importance of the Long Island Sound Study
supparted by federal and state environmental protection legislation. Following the rule of
law; it has boen 21 years of progeess in restoring, protecting and preserving the Sound, &
remarkable achievement in the wise stewardship of our unique and valuable natura)
TESOUICE.

Callectively, we all have the respongibility to fulfill our obligation to. protect and preserve
Long Island Sound in its entirety for the use and enjoyment of this sed future generations.

Grace Yander Voort
President

Oetaber 16, 2007
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