
3.2 GENERAL FORM LETTERS 

We received va-ious form letters that were signed by multiple individuals. In general, the content 
of these form I etters was not specific to the draft El S, but identified generd opposition or support for the 
proposed Broadwater Project. An exanpl e of each of these form letters is presented below. 



FERC has received approximately 5,800 letters in support of the proposed Broadwater Project 

with the following content. 

ASSOCIATION OF COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS FOR REFORM NOW 
91 North Frmkl i n Street #209A1 Hempstead, NY 1 1550 

516481-6769 www.acorn.org 

I SUPPORT BROADWATER! 

Dear Governor Spitzer: 

I am writing to express my full support for the Broadwater LNG facility located 9 miles 
offshore i n  long Island Sound. My reasons for support are as follows. 

We pay some of the highest energy prices in the country and they continue to 
increase. Broadwater will help reduce future energy prices by an estimated $300 
per household per year! 

Natural gas is the most efficient and cleanest burning fossil fuel to help improve 
the air that we  breathe and address global warming, which impacts every 
community. 

Reliable and less costly supplies of natural gas would help promote repowering 
of the region's oldest and dirtiest power plants. 

Broadwater would have minimal environmental impacts and its offshore location 
provides safety and security benefits according to third-party 
regulators and academics. 

For these reasons, we urge you to the, 
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FERC has received approximately 298 letters in support of the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

Unoff ic ial  =Re-mnerated PDF of 20061228-0076 Wce ivod  by FERC OSEC 12/22/2006 i n  Docket@ COB6-54-000 
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FERC has received approximately 234 letters in support of the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

Fur the kad of  PJV btc 
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FERC has received approximately 63 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

few& by FERC is serloi~sly inadequab. 
!ha concerns of thew expsrls oullinin how 
BroadwaZar couM h a m  our fisheries, d*, 
water and air QUaLiZY, as well as t&l?lonal 
mbr-dependent uses of tho Sound, cannot The Fed. ~&$B$Bulatory Commission 
be dismisrrcad. 

Print Name 
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FERC has received approximately 80 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

annmodity(Dbiro(ddIn&ohopnthrt 
Jkhttr -per lo-n foal1 hwi d l  axno To: 
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FERC has received approximately 19 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

Unofficial f E R C - W n e r a t e d  PDF of 20070b13-0175 boeived by F'ERC OSEG 06/11/2007 in Docket) GPO6-54-000 
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FERC has received approximately 1,340 letters in support of the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

U n o f f i c i a l  = R e - m n e r a t e d  PDF of 20670613-8175 W c e i v o d  by FERC OSEC 06/11/2067 i n  D o c k e t @  COO6-54-006 
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FERC has received approximately 26 letters in support of the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

I d i e  you a y  to offer my suppfi far thc props& Braadwata h r g y  &st .  I 
belieor that the Bmgdwalrr fireitity is arr imp-t step in =curing a gttlble e m m  future 
for our region. 

As a h-wner and an emplayee at 81 mmhine shop, I have seen tht dev 
s b p k e l i n g  emrgy prices have on fmily tyudgets and d l  businesses. 

Wife we must Bo all we can ta &lap al of clean, r e n d l e  enerm 
d bolster m n s e m ~ o n  CEO*, i t  is highly unlikcty that d e d  far Nltutal .pgs and-- 

rvrvtinte in tke - &tun. C o m t i c u l k  srEnrr. fmifics arnd 
small buiineszies riceti nat& gas and ?he e m @  i t  kips to g m a e .  

- 

At a time w h  emgy bills c o o ~ m  io risc, by m b & a l l y  i n e r d a g  the q I y  of 
natlmrl gas B r o e d ~ m  wutd  help loner mrm bills for New Ymk zcsidena arrd 
busim=. 

Bmdwatcr ~ $ 1 1  supply natural p s  directly to tht? mpim - p ~ d i n g  approximately 30Y0 
sfaw daily mnual gas q u i m m t s ,  mougl? eneray to pNvr 4 million homes. 

Ir is e s t imad  (hat the project would &we fmun natural gas and elecaicity prices for an 
avemp family by at Iwf $300 ehch year. Connecticut businms would save Ulownds 
more which \+muid allow thm to crate  new jobs and provide impmvd wa m d  
k c f i r s  to their mployecs. 

I haw you will seriady considedng j o i ~ n g  me in s ~ p r t i n g ,  &is imporrant mitiatiVe 
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FERC has received approximately 384 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 
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FERC has received approximately 28 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

S ~ V E  THE mwa 
0 FUR THE 

NEW HAVEN CT 0651 1-91@ 
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FERC has received approximately 11 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

~ ~ 0 6  -54- dob 

OUR WATER, NOT BROADWATER! 
I a n  writing Lo a p r w  my to the Broadwater proposal for these 
Easans: 

Lgng Poland Sound Irp a public t d o u m  that is crltical to our ntg1onpo 
e o n o w .  It Js held in t m g  by the govemenl  h r  the q h n %  c!&ens, T-he mass& 
exdu&n zones sumundng the IndudHa! comglex and e& of the 2-3 m k l y  W G  
supply tankem wsuld tably curnil the plght of dtizens to use the Sou& whit&? 
sc&ing 8 dangernus p , . -*- t: .,, . ,. 

* Bmadwatdr knhngers our envlrenment. The pmfectand its m w  22 m l t a  of 
pipellne would endanger our lobster, &&/fish and atat popu/atIons, $amage water 
quality, change undemater habltatr, and impaa alr qualiw. We hilw spent thirty  yea^ 
and biltjons of Irfolta~ p r o t e i ~  a ~ d  m o r f n q  the Swnd. mdwatr?r  has the potenuad to 
jmpardize this pmgms In one fell swwp. 

r Br~urdwater p o ~  a serloud =fee and seeurlty hazard. The risks of V ~ C M S  

douds, s u ~ & e a t M  natuml gas -and the hidden co& to tax 
payers who will be &reed to pay ard pnesence nquirPd to 
p m t e  the faciitty- must be taken Ints a m u n t  when evaluating the p m p s l .  

There are ather energy optlons tor Conndcut end New York, PI,& pmpwal 
is not nmmmw h r  our enerpy or wtumt gas suppiks-- other LAG pmfects In our region 
are almdy under c s n m & l ~ n ,  Fu Q R ~  them #re emmy sysem and siting 
alkmatives that not Jmpan3Ize our sake or our en vlmnment. 

a Elrmdwamr will not my energy bill, Exmrtshaw shown that 
wlll do not- ta hwer casts or to reduse our d e p e d e m  on hmlgn 
We do not n& B-water, we n& wfse planning. Cmsewa~un and e w e  
ane the only ways to guarirnte savfqs in the long n m - t h a  am the reai pnagrams that 
will saw dlizens and b u s i n s a  momy whl& BDlsterlng the prrgfonat mnlamy. 

Broadwater is asklng that I trade in Long Island Sound and sacrifice cur region's 
herltage for the mere hope of savlng a Cew.dollars.m my monthly energy bill. But 
when was the last tlme an oil company opted to pass along any patenrial savings to 
citizens when the alternative was f~ keep the profits in their pocket? 

Sincerely, C, m-rl 
i"l -I 
\ 

,$+IF 
NAME: . --(aP BTd 

=a -42 
ORGMJIZAmON : m 

M O R E S :  
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FERC has received approximately 10 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 

Broadwater Xsn't Worth the Cast 
I am writing t o  express my concern over Shell Oll's proposal to build Broadwater, a 
Llquefled Natural Gas complex tto be located in Long Island Sound. As a small business 

, I am ancemed about the Broadwater project for the following reasons: 

Broadwater"8 known risks are not likely ta outweigh any hyp*ertlcal 
benerfit. I /ike to s u p e  ohher local businesses whmver  posibk, Instead of a&ing 
me to supmfi my local k s i n e e s ,  B d w a t w  is ading me to bade an existing and 
subst@ntlal part of our sk tek  e Y If ong Idand Sound contdbutes $5.5 blllfon to tcte 
mgiond m n o m y  every s!ng!e year) for their v q u e  pmmise of enemy bill s a v j ~ s ,  

Expew have shown that we do not need BmaWaw,  W h t  we need is wise 
planning to lower opemtlirg msts and Imprave pducCivMy to k w  mnnedlcut employers 
comptf@w - and in Con t. Ti, m d m  energy we must c h m s  eanservation 
and e f l denq  eWo& first; it is the only way to cmate /astiw Ioccll jobs a d  to guarantee 
savings In the long run. 

* Broadwater comes signmcsnt hidden . I n  addition to t y iw  us to rrew 
fomQn fos i l  &eis, the water p m j ~  WM re wbstdee its busmnes. 
Bmdwater wmes with SgniRmnt AMdlen costs: revamping &ate and Iocal emergency 
and sewH& msponse pkans, tmlnlng and e x e ~ i x s  fOr Cown emeweow mmndem, the 
taxes we pdry to substantIal& Inease the Cmd Guad's stafAng and equlpmenr so *at ~t 
a n  d q u a t e l y  wnd and dieliend the fB&ff& a M  If+ 2-3 weekIy t&nker sh@menits, 
saMfidng the public% open waters fpr the exdwlve &neflt of one private compdny, and 
the damage their pmj& will taus to the enNmnmenl. 

r Them are alhmatlve energy options for Cannacut and New Vork, A!ong 
wim the common seng akmative of enemy consemation an$ etffciency, Mem sn! 
enewy syskm, supply, and s i t Iq  akemativs for the w i o n  that do not entail building an 
indu&rial mmplex !n the mlddh af this emary of natbnal s l g n i h m .  

b t t i ng  on Broadwater Is a risky gamble that long-tern natural gas prlces wlll stay as 
they are today. Is that a bet we want t o  take when the result Is t o  increase our 
dependenm on imported gas and the exploding global LNG market? Broadwater says 
they will help with my a n e w  blll, but beaing my buslnms% future on the 
goadwlll of natural gas suppllerr~ like Shell does not sound Irks a wise business 
btrategy. 

Sincerely, 

BUSINESS: 

ADDRESS: 
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FERC has received approximately 192 letters in opposition to the proposed Broadwater 
Project with the following content. 
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