
2.1.4 Responses to Comments from Local Agencies and Municipalities 

Letter 
Number Commentor 

LA-0 1 Farrell Fritz for Suffolk County 

LA-02 Suffolk County Legislature 

LA-03 Suffolk County Department of Fire, Rescue & Emergency Services 

LA-04 Long Island Farm Bureau 

LA-05 New York City Energy Policy Task Force (Gil C. Quiniones) 

LA-06 Towns of Brookhaven, Huntington, and East Hampton 

LA-07 Town of Brookhaven Town Board \ 

LA-08 Town of East Hampton (Edward Michels, Chief Harbormaster) 

LA-09 Town of East Hampton (Bill Taylor, Waterways Management Supervison) 

LA-1 0 East Hampton Town Commercial Fisheries Advisory Committee 

LA-1 1 Town of Oyster Bay (Cashin Spinelli & Ferretti, LLC) 

LA-1 2 Town of Huntington Town Board 

LA-1 3 Town of Huntington 

LA-1 4 Town of Huntington (Harry Acker, Director of Marine Services) 

LA-1 5 Town of East Lyme (Donald F. Landers, Jr.) 

LA-16 Norwalk Harbor Management Commission (Anthony Mobilia) 

LA-1 7 Town of Brookhaven (Brian Foley) 

LA-1 8 East Hampton Town Board 

LA-1 9 Towns of Riverhead and Southold 

LA-20 Suffolk County 

LA-2 1 Towns of Riverhead and Southold 

LA-22 Suffolk County 

LA-23 Town of Riverhead 

LA-24 Town of Brookhaven 

LA-25 East Hampton Fisheries Committee 
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b. Bmadwntec Est- - LNG mjw 
FeRC Dockt Noc: C 

This Arm rcprencnta thc County of SuFfolL, New York, C'SulTok County") an intervener 
oartv in the above-refcrcnad pnxcaiiogs. Enclosed are be original and two mpies of Suffolk 
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UNITED STA'I'ES OF AMERICA 
FEDERAL ERERCY REGULATORY COMhlISSlOK 

BKOADWATEW ENERGY LLC 
BROADWATER PIPELLNE LLC 
BROADWATEW PIPELINh I.1.C 

Doeke8 Nos. CW6- 
CM6-55000 
CPOCSM)OO 

ED STATES CORPS OF ENGINEERS . 
HEW YORK DlSTMCT 

APP1,ICANT: BROADWATER ENERGY LLC 
PUBLIC NOTICE HUMBER L W 2 6 5 - L 6  

- - 4s 
STATE OF NEW Y U M  DEPARTMe:m O F  STATE ij: :,. T n 

CONSISTEIOCV M W R W  UNIT r5 
D M S 1 0 N  DP COAST& IIESDURCB 

0 

APPLICA'L'ION OW BWOADWA'TER ENERGY LLC 
AVD BROADWATER PIPELIXE LLC 
NYSDOS PUBI.IC NOTICE F-2066-OM5 

( I )  THE NOVEMBER 2006 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 1HPACTSTATEME.WT 
ISSUKD BY THE FEDERAL ENERGY R E G f f i A  TORY COMMWISSIO~V; 

(2) THE NOVEMBER 24,2006 PtiBHC hDTICE ISSL'ED BY 
THE Uh'lTED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS; and 

(3) W E  DECEMBER 6 lBOd PUEILIC NOrfCE OF mE NEW FOBg STATE 
DEPARIXIIM OPSrATE, 

t to th.e mlrr o f  the F a l d  Energy Ree;ula(ory Codssirm (UFERC?, llrc 

Unitad Stat= Army C o p  of En+= (the 'WSAGET and the M w  York State D e p m t n t  of 

W e  {the ' W D O S ' ? .  tbe County o f  SufFoR New Yrrrk ("Soffolk &mv?, by its mmeys, 

F m U  FriR P.C., hmby submi$ rhm w m w  md Dbjatians to the above-wf-4 

spplteatrons o f  Brctsdwater Energy, LLC and B Pipelms?, LLC (collectively 
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"Braadwata'T). In Bddibw to these comments, Suffolk Founiy 1s submining the a-rits of 

Vito A. W i t ,  P.E., the Director of the Division of Envhmmtal Q~ality CDEQ")or the 

ant of Health Smicer (""SCDWS'") Joseph F, WrUlarns 

Commi%sioner of the Suffolk County Department of Rre, Rescue % Emergmy Servieear 

rSCFRES7 tn Mher suppon of SuRok County's appasition to the e m a h &  project 

B&w&er seeks pamlsoion tw camd a floating IrqueEfisd pas TLNG'T) 

facility wh~cb it wants to p m m t l y  mmr in the nuddle of Long bland Sound. The 

fmiiity mist s  of a -ive floattng swragc end fimificsbon unit W R U " )  that It props= to 

tether IB a yoke rneoring system CWS"). Bmadwaier alse wants in wnstntct a =-mile pipeline 

h the: W ta an existing pipelme w e d  by ~ w i s  Pipeline. The FSFSRU IS a floating 

factoty w M n  LNG cs proposal to b stored and regas~fied and disharged into the pipeline. 

The LNG is  prop?& to he delilivered to the BRU by large ~~. Broadwater expects that 

thes  supply vessels will make dctiveria every 2 to 3 days, All of these structures and vessel 

traEc are pmposcd to be ca anrYor operated within thc territorial and juriadictbllal 

lirntts of SuRok County. 

Suffolk County has long opposed the Bm&water project d ha0 statad Ihe bases for its 

objections In many d o e w m  pmiowly &I& wth ERC and other relevant e&plImry 

agcncim. SuffoUc Cwnty's cppodhcn is founded upbn both Iegal and tccbnicd gmunds. 

SuEolk &* has signifimt m e a n s  h u t  the: serious negative tnviromentai, health, 

mmi~  and gafety impat8 af the pmped project. S a U r  Camty's stem widely 

s h a d  by its 1.5 million residents, ES well as by rcaidmh of-mding coltununi&, inctudting 

those residing in M w u  C m t y  and the State of Cmaaicut ELS &den& by the th 
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comments already submined to FERC by these residents, including mmy total, stille and federal 

dwted OM&&, m opmrion to the w s e d  pjact, 
LA 1 - 1 The commentor's statement lacks a basis for the assessment As descnbed 

LA1-1 [ The Bmdwatet p r j e  wll have m m p h n  and negative effcets on the use and safety throughout Section 3 0 of the fmal EIS, the proposed Project would result 
m mmor environmental impacts, mcluding nnpacts on current users of the 

of k n g  Island Sound, h ppanicular, thp; sdw of h n g  Island Sound will be ~mpwrwl, in terms Sound In addition, as stated in Section 8 4 of the WSR (Appendix C of the 

oP (i) the size and M t b  af the pnoponed facility; (ii) the ability of the FSRU to plvot in variom 

dirccfiow; (in) the r reduction m useabk a .  of Long Island Sound on an almost dmly 

basis; and (iv) the additional prohihtim of access to vast of long Island Sound during the 

t h u g h  the Iang tmland Sound on their way ie md fam the FSRU 

and during the transfer of pntduel at the FSRU. Bmadwaw has atsted that w~l l  take 

appmximately 12 to 18 hours per shipmw to unload the W G  snd t h m  vessels will b e n k o g  

Long Island Sound 2 to 3 bmes a week. Unds sueh c stances, especially since most, if not 

all, of the LNG to be unloaded at Bmdwata's FSRU is not datined f~tr w on Long bland, 

Bmdwater cannot decaonshrate tbat the pmposed pmjacl p m o t e r  the public intaw& or dom 

not subh.mtially impair the public inmest and public hwt uslt of the warn of &e hedm of 

Long Island Sound, Simply put, the BMwater  pm~& is NOT m the public inter& and in fact 

violates lan1p"sIsnding doctrines h l i a n g  the rights of the public in this area of b n g  Island 

Sound, and cmasix r n m l d k  dangers to thc publ~c W t h  rurd safety. 

Cmrnds lor Objoctbas 

I. ~ m m t r r  viclntcr s~ffo~k ~ O U E ~ Y  LM 

The watm of tong islaad L m d  me within the jurisdr&on of Suffblk County 

to the Laws of 1881, -ter 695. Tbis statute p v i d a  in, pertialent part, that: ""the juris&&m 

of the legally constituted o f k s  of aid SuKoIk Counties and of their rcspaljw tom of 

sard umnties bordering on Long Island Sound IS hemby e x t a d d  ever the waters of said Sound 

final EIS), the Coast Guard made the prelimina~y determination that the 
risk associated with operation of the FSRU and LNG carriers would be 
manageable with implementation of its recommended mitigation measures. 
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to the Gomw:t?out St& tine." Thus, it IS beyond dlspute that the wattrs involud in the 

b t u t w a t m m j c c t  an: within rhejunsdiction of Suffolt County, 

New York Siale Nawgdion Law 48 I and 2{4) egtabliehea Suffok Counws jurisdiction 

lo protect the waters af Long Mand $omd by ercmpting fium the definitian of "nadgabile 

watm OF the s(at3' all tidewaters bordmng on and lylng within the bound&= of Nasau and 

Sufklk Counhes, Suffok County has rorrsislently rn8inmd jurisdiction and negulation of 911 

tidewaters b o h n g  on and lyng within its boundanes. 

Suffolk County has banned this type of use in all of its walen when lAe Suffolk County 
LA 1-2 FERC has authonty to authorize LNG import facilities under Section 3 of 

~ s l a l u r e  adopt& Rewlution No. 821 of 2006. Thl% toed law pmhlbit~ the mtlsbuetian md the NGA In Sections 3 1 1 and 3 13 of the EPAct of 2005, Congress ratified 
operation of an LNG FSRU m all arthe waters of Long Wand Sound untler the junsdicrion md this authority, designated FERC as the "exclusive authonty to approve or 

deny applications for the sitmg, expansion, or operation" of LNG terminals 
control of Suffolk Counw A capy of lhis law is a t m h d  8s M b i t  "A," Since the Bmdwam onshore or m state waters, and dlrected FERC to coordmate with other 

pmject is  bannlld by Sum@& Corn@ h w ,  FERC, USACE and NYSDQS m o t  lawfolly issue agencies and establish a schedule that ensures "expeditious completion of 
the proceedmg " / the permits, .ppovais or m u w a y  k t m i d a m  uw  lo 

P m w f  to the public trust doctrine, the State hol& lands under navigable walers in rts 

m e & @  cspaclry as MM for the h e t i c i d  use and enjopmt o f  the public. The W ' s  

power to m f e t  lands under h g & l e  w m  is sharply limited. Ovb a 

State6 S Court explainad the publie trust d& and how it pmbEts thc; kind of 

~ m d s ,  pennits and -em& such as the hem being sougfrt by Brosdwarer m ths matter. In 

fllinow C e ~ m l  Rat& Co. v. Rlirmrj, 146 U,f .  387 /1892). tbe IlEnois I e $ i s h  purported to 

WQ n@w to the n l i &  C ~ W  Bd M p a n y  for a one&md-mm portion of the 

bed of Lake Mickgan adjacent to Chicago. Ed. at 445" The Supreme Coun ruled thu the 
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p u r p d  m f c r  wae “8 grosti ~ m i m  oFtk M ovcl the under which i c  wes bald"" 

by tk S u e  of tllineis Id a f  455, 

In flitnocs Cent&, the S u p m e  C o w  cnrp&zod that (he p&$c trust &trine M derivqd 

hrn tk ovcniding n& to rhe puubcc'@ he and c t d  usr of navigsble 

The Gaurt = p l a i d  that "[t lk & h e  i s  upan &e w d t y  of g b the pblic 

rke use #rrndg&e wtm &nr p n w e  i ~ z e w # r a n  wd c h a t  . , . * id. at 436 

( E m p h a  &.I The Cow also =plain& that d a t  Iht puftlk m docarins the S W  hlds  

!en& in Wt Lw the wblic aa, the4 Ihc public m y  =joy the ntlvigpliran of Ihe 

vracn?i, an MW- WEJ. them, and have liberty of 6s- &ah, w h  rk 
oktmcdo~ w  &cflermce ufMlierep#im, Id, at 452. (Emphesjs sddod,) 

The Nwv Vwk Sfate Gaurl of A m  dm k a long hi&ry of ublizing h ppubfic Wt 

d a c m  to pmbibir &s krnd of -yak, m L  and ts bejog mu@ by B w d w m ,  In 

Cme v, frclc # N w  Fmk 144 N.Y. 3% (18?)5), a 

nudgabte warm wes found u, via& Ihc pubfie tml  W m .  C m  h w l u d  tk SErrbe 

k@@lawas g m i w  to W f w  the S W ' s  title to all of the thehm I& djmt C 

S u m  lstand and h g  laland, en = e x ~ n g  ma fm w d a  &. a1 401 TIM Cam of 

m j ~ t o d  that m f n  as b* ' ' h l a e l y  vo~ii," d g  I h a  "'80 fsr es the mta 

[cm+ng rhe Id] atrwai 80  dm tit!= to a vw! dtlmaia w M I  srau: b M  firr 

bmfit orthGpubli;o, they w m  abmlutely void . . . ." 64. a 40405. 
Ike &m Caw articul*t& tltc W f a  a public M M r n  doMan. 11 heM that: %!title 

which &e sate h o w  and the p ~ w a  of d i w t i o o  h art W& 4 part of its m v d m  W 

or &l Jer- m r  p#M& IM 

YfE cerr be f* aotd *I lis far €kc puaadc b@.- ld. a f  4w. (mwts 
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p u r p d  m f c r  wae “8 grosti ~ m i m  oFtk M ovcl the under which i c  wes bald"" 

by tk S u e  of tllineis Id a f  455, 

In flitnocs Cent&, the S u p m e  C o w  cnrp&zod that (he p&$c trust &trine M derivqd 

from tk ovcniding n& to rhe puubcc'@ he and c t d  usr of navigsble 

The Gaurt = p l a i d  that "[t lk & h e  i s  u p n  &e w d t y  of g b the pblic 

rke use #rrndg&e wtm &nr p n w e  i ~ z e w # r a n  wd c h a t  . , . * id. at 436 

( E m p h a  &.I The Cow also =plain& that d a t  iht puftlk m docarins the S W  hlds  

!en& in Wt Lw the wblic aa, the4 Ihc public m y  =joy the ntlvigpliran of the 

vracn?i, an MW- WEJ. them, and have liberty of 6s- &ah, w h  rk 
oktmcdo~ w  &cflermce ufMlierep#im, Id, at 452. (Emphesjs sddod,) 

The Nwv Vwk Sfate Gaurl of A m  dm k a long hi&ry of ublizing h ppubfic Wt 

d a c m  to pmbibir &s krnd of -yak, m L  and ts bejog mu@ by B w d w m ,  In 

Cme v, &a@ # N w  Fmk 144 N.Y. 3% (18?)5), a 

nudgabte warm wes found u, via& Ihc pubfie tml  W m .  C m  h w l u d  tk SErrbe 

k@@lawas g m i w  to W f w  the S W ' s  title to all of the thehm I& djmt C 

S u m  lstand and h g  laland, en = e x ~ n g  ma fm w d a  &. a1 401 T k  Cam of 

m j ~ t o d  that m f n  as b* ' ' h l a e l y  vo~ii," d g  I h a  "'so fsr es the mta 

[cm+ng rhe Id] atrwai to  dm tit!= to a vw! dtlmaia w M I  &a srau: b M  firr 

bmfit orthGpubli;o, they w m  abmlutely void . . . ." 64. a 40405. 
Ike &m Caw articul*t& tltc W f a  a public M M r n  doMan. 11 heM that: %!title 

which &e sate h o w  and the p ~ w a  of d i w t i o o  h art W& 4 part of its m v d m  W 

or &l Jer- m r  p#M& IM 

YfE cerr be f* aotd *I lis far €kc puaadc b@.- ld. a f  4w. (mwts 
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p u r p d  m f m  wm '""a lgmss p m i m  of thc M ovcr the under which i c  was bsl# 

by thc S u e  of tllinlws Id st 455, 

In flitnocs Centrd, the S u p m e  Court enrp&zod that (he p&$c trust &trine M d e d  

hrn thc ovcniding noeB to puUBliE' 4 and 

The Gaurt = p l a i d  that "[tjhe & h e  i s  upan rhe w d t y  of 

rke use #rradg&e wtm h~utn, p w e  ifftew#ran wd 

( E m p h a  &.) The Court BL68 mpMnbd that d e r  the p&lk m h a r i n c ,  the S W  tKIIdtj 

undmata I& m rnrttt far the public m W the p & l ~  m y  trrjey the navtgsldan of thc 

*ma an i~8mm w&r and h v e  Limy crf f i s h  t h d ,  w h  tke 

ob#tmtfion ar weflemm o f ~ ' w r e ~ t i m .  Id, at 432. (EmpJlks, SdW.) 

Ttre NEW Yark Stste of A- alm a long hi&itary of uttli~mlf thc pUbJic tmd 

dacitrmr. ta ~ h i k t  the k i d  of m v & ,  mi& and cs brring mu@ by Bradw-. In 

Cme v, frclc # N m  Ywk 144 N.V. 3% (1885), a 

nadgabte warm was found to viotatx? the pubfie tml  W m .  C m  hwlued thc Stam 

k@@lawas g m i q  to ~ F w .  the S ~ ' S  title to of the m h m  I& d j m t  to 

S u m  lstand and h g  I s l e  an - e x ~ n g  ma fm w d a  &. a1 401 TIM Cam of 

m j ~ t o d  tkar m f & r  as b* "h lu te ly  vocd," d g  tha "'80 fsr as the 

[cm+ng rhe lanQI anaclptd to m& tlrtw: to a& a v w  dtlmaia w M I  thc srau: heM far 

bmfit ~ r t b  publk they W= sbm~rrldy void . . . ." 64. a a 5 .  

The &m murl arttculubd thc tkPt Ex s public M M r n  doMan. 11 heM that: "&le 

which rhe sate h o b  md Ulc poww af &&tion h art W& 4 part of its m v d m  that 

or d*? Jer- m r  p#M& IM m a  

YSC d l c A  e-apr B+ fw mid C k far &C guaadc b@." Id. a1 4W. 4-w~ 
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id. at 10, (Emphasis add&.) A d n g  to Long Sault, not only is it: hpmnissible for 'ore S&L& 

to permit private partick to mstnrct obstacles m navigsltian, tlra? St& rspowwlms to even make 

a conwyancc that would pcmrit a private eo~ponrtion to wntrol navigation to the exclusion of 

the State or the public. 

'Ihe Appella(e Division, Second wartmeat, in 1989 mfirmed the Case pdneiples and 

explained r h t  d w v m o n  of publie sccltss tn W e  waters for fmhing and mn$atisn violates 

the public trust do&ne. Snrilh v Sfate u f N m  Yo&, I53 A.D,2d 777, 737 (2d Dep't 1989). In 

&?imffir, the En@ Island A~swtoiation claim& that it held i d s  to the andmater land and waters 

mmd k t  island in Glen Cove pwsuanl to an l88B land patent. It mu& lo prohibit the 

general public f h m  wing the waters and amund &st Island. Members of the public 

who bad been cxcludd $om using the water and beaehes =ugh@ an iyumtion wrist the Eas: 

Island Asmiation w prevmt i t  iium excluding the public b& an tbepulblic trust doctrine. The 

ry,ppllats cnutr noted that cxrluding ihe pubt~c fmm an area they have kwfully mjoyed for over 

I 0 0  ytxn would mstitute an i i~ ib la  impainslm of the public interest. Id. at 739. A h  

~nvoking thr: Svpnme Court's Bltnou Cmrrmldccislon and the Ourt of A e s '  Care decision, 

the appeliate court found that the public barefit will h lasf if the EB8t Island 

ucclude the public Bmm this ma used br over s century for fishing and oiba ramf.innal 

activities. I h t  740 

b a went opbuon, the higheat rankjng l a w  in New Yock State governmea~ the New 

Yo& State Atbmey General, eclmowlafgDd that tsnnsfm of tmdmster Lands that sire "injurious 

to the public's use of the wstns" rinlste the public mrst datbine. The Ammq Memi, Eelpng 

upon Care, Wd that "the public amcr of lands uacd for navigaDon dam nof hold the Ian& in a 

m d e t a r y  capacity" and that "a tiust is enpfted upon Ulis titts tbr the benefit d t h e  publtc of 
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w h i l  the [public own* i s  powerless to divest itaelr." The Attorney General further stated that 

'b-ater Imda must be for a use that either benefits the public or at 1-t is not injorjoas to 

the publr's use of the waten." SEl: 2005 %. An'y Gen. 11, 2002 WL 870807, at *2, 

Broadwatat 'spposd project ct afoul of this policy a s  it will make tremendous er&as of Long 

Mand Sound entirely inaccessible to every other l r s c r o f h g  Island Ssund except Bmdwater, 

a single gn'vate carpontion.' 

?he publte tntrl d d n e  cases make it clear &at the size of the t r w @  mrfem to the 

analpe, In IEIlnou Centred, tiu voided conveyance involved 1,Oo airres. JNinoir Cenrrol, 146 

U.S. at 433-34. Smmilarly, in &axe, the L c g i ~ ~  &mptcd to wnvey underwak land 

adjjarent to the shoreline in four counties. C m ,  144 N.Y. at 401-02. Them, the Court indicated 

&at lht "mtnsive c-d' wss a  fwtor in its anslysia M. at 401. 

LA, 1-3 Section 3 5 7 4 of the final EIS addresses the public trust issue relative to 
[ Th Bmadwater pmje& viohtfs the h.pubhc tru$t d&% As m f l t i~ou Cnvll/, w h  the proposed Broadwater Project 

the Suprane Court wag trowblcrl by a  s~ate% wnvevcyance hat gave a private company the power 

&I manage and control the (fhiago h&x, Bdwater's gmjeet requires that 1- portions of 

L#ng kl& Sswd be tunred over to it Lr its ppenamt and exclusive contmf. Bas& on the 

USCG's W a t m a y  Swtahhty Rept, i d  September 21,2006, B m A w a ' s  FSKU wiW be 

md& by a c~rcdar security exclrssion zone with a  d m  of 1,210 yank? BmAwatcr will 

tbemlom pnnwm d q r h  the pnbtlr I- to 950 m e w  of the surFacr: of tlbe Long 

Islaad ~ound," Furher, the LMO W e m  used to supply LNG to the FSKU will have mwtn$ 

a m  ~lv~@mh Or M &lo ~xduarvc a p p m p d  of the use af ~ m g ~ b l e  MLtAn. (hc IP+M w a  vord.7 
'WCG W a t e w y l  Sdmbihty Repan at 6 4 6 1 5,p. 130, 
%IS hu M l s u l c u h e d ~ r  foliauis The mafhboCLftrlPl e~ehUIMlma 3 14 x 1210yda x f.ZlO@, wh~& 
w k ,  4,579,274 aguuc yuds As QUC anc cqualr 4.840 squm yda, 4.579274 square yuds equril~ 649.85 a m  
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w u n y  zanB mund them that arc 1.55 Q yards wde and 5,000 yads long (plus the lengtb of the 

surf= of Long Itland  ona ad' at leaf  four to six tllm n wmL. 

T h y $  meats that an arra cd 950 acres of Long Iskd Sound w~ll  wmprise the safety 

exclusion zone sumsunding the ESRU, an area almost i-cal h size to the pratubrfevi lmrisfm 

m Ilil~ors Cenlrui. In ad&&& moving zones around the LNG carnets will deprive tbe 

publte of mwm to an add~tional rnovlng 1,722 acres of Sang Island Sound each time the LNG 

tankers traverse Long Island s0md.6 Denying public mss to such n-w portions of h g  LA1 -4 Please see our response to comment LA1-3 

laland Sound, espmially in rttts aaa, is the quintesential public hist daetrine vlokion. 

To furrher ex&ate the severity of the violatton o f  the public mt dwmne, 

b d w a t e t ' s  pmpsed project is set at the canter of critical 'a1 shipping routes to and 

frarn New York City, porttons of Commticut. Long Island and Watchester. It will manently 

deprive the public of access to Ws area. Figure 2-6 of the USCG Wafenuap Suitability Rizport 

depicts Long-establ~hed comacia1 traffic routes abunina the p p o s t d  ha t ton  of fhc FSRU. 

See Water*rap Suitability R e p t t  at 31 and 33. That figure uneqtuudly demo&- that the 

FSRU will o b s m r  these wfEc lanes. Momver, that figure grassly u n d n - q r - ~  the extent 

ta which the FSRU will W i y  i n w e r e  wrth Lang Islend %wd vew~la Fiipure 2-6 only mlis 

a few thousand vessols with o n - b d  AXS T r d i n g  S p a n s .  The figwe does not take inta 

awunt the atbcr 180,PMD r c g i s t d  u w k  in a m w & u i ,  the 80,m registered v w l s  in Ncw 

York and the 43,000 vesoels in W e  Island, all af which Long Island Sound, but 

P 

' W m & f l  S d a ~ v  Rcpon #it & 4 6 f A , pp. 128-30. ' Ws was sdmlraed ru f o h  Thn: ma afthe rrotanp~~tar maker wtclwtm zone & 5377.43 yard8 long % 1,550 
yards mdc m 8335,016.5 quue yards Aa om rma e q d  4 s  iquue yatds, 8,335,014 5 -qmic yudr eplafs. 
1,722.11 acres 
USCG W a e m ~  SaWi~ty Rcprrt mt B 3 1 4.1, p. 56. 
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exo1uion zone required around the FSRU md M, which will be off-limits If@% of the time. 

The FonttnuMIs dimpbOn posed by L a c  shipments vn11 ham significant and severe monric ,  

mreational and safety t m p t s .  

Punlrer, with nspeci to the LNG tankers movlng wxurity zcnes, the USCG admlts that 

the '%-me1 M e  muting seham'' it mU have to impose mund &ie mkers will '"have an undue 

LA,-5 [ tmpast on r e e d ~ o d  vewxl omm:' espwially ~n The  ace.^ This in 

doctrines af L m g  &&I, Coxe. Smith and ElIinors Centmi. 

In addieion, the st- unrt ia to be mfillcd by frequent &ipmm@ of  LNG thaf am made 

vra large lanker ships. Bmadwatw stam thar these refill shkrp?nenh will BEETP every two  day^ 

LA14 

I nclvum lone rill impact he publids use of L m g  ISM Sound 4 to 6 times a week for 

- 
and will take 12 to 18 h o w  lo unload. A& pmt o f  Bmadwaler's pmpaStxl d e t y  pmautions, 

eaeh LNG delivery requires a virtuail ghut down of h n g  l&lnnd Sound. Thus, out of  every 48 

hours, 18 will bc required to unload and the Lang Lland Somd will be shut down for &me 

periods. &ch shipment rill  bc met by armed &ips (which the USCG does not have) that will 

-6rt  the tankers to the hating stow unit. Dunng thcsc frequent deli 

and mrnwctai wes of h n g  I s i d  ndund will be stopgrad. In ofhe7 w&, the Saund will be 

virtually closed for 18 out of every 48 hours or 37% of the tinre This 1s tn addition te the 

to a 95s- area of tong lam Sound in pnpehlity, aruJ lo a 1,722-me mo&g srea 

L extended p i c &  of lime during the vssaels entering and leaving Long Island Swnd 

LA1 -7 

LA 1-5 The quotes provided in the comment are not in the context presented in 
Section 4.6.1.6 of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS). The "vessel 
traffic routing scheme" referred to was one that was recommended by the 
Harbor Safety Working Group during the Coast Guard's waterways 
assessment. As stated in Section 4.6.1.6 the WSR, "Although the potential 
benefits of vessel traffic routing measures were recognized, there was also 
concern that such measures could have an undue impact on recreational 
vessel operators." This potential impact was stated as a concern, not as the 
result of an evaluation of potential impacts. Further, the comment states 
that the Coast Guard "will have to impose" the vessel traffic scheme 
"around the tankers." Again, this is an inaccurate statement. The Coast 
Guard did not adopt a vessel traffic routing scheme for Long Island Sound 
but determined that a safety and security zone around each LNG carrier 
would be the most effective means of managing the potential risks of LNG 
carrier transits, as described in Section 5.5.5 of the WSR. FERC then 
assessed the potential impacts associated with transits of the LNG carriers 
and the proposed moving safety and security zones around them, as 
reported throughout the final EIS. Impacts to recreational vessels are 
addressed in Section 3.5.5.1 of the final EIS. 

o f  rhe Long lslaad %md wery lime one of the supply vmsels navigatss to or &am the FSRU. 

BdwatCr  expects two or three shipments per we& rn-g thsi the I Jtl-are moving 

As noted in Section 8 of the WSR, the Coast Guard would further evaluate 
vessel traffic routing measures by conducting ". . . a Port Access Route 
Study (PARS) as required by 33 U.S.C. 5 1223(c) to evaluate the 
recommendation in Section 4.6.1.6 of this Report to establish vessel traffic 
routing measures on Block Island Sound and Long Island Sound." 
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LA 1-6 The commentor does not accurately represent the Broadwater proposal or 
the findings of the draft EIS. Specifically: 

1. It is not true that "each LNG delivery requires a virtual shutdown 
of Long Island Sound"; 

2. Long Island Sound would be shut down 18 hours out of 
every 48 hours while LNG is unloaded at the FSRU; 

3. It is not true that during LNG deliveries "other recreational and 
commercial uses of Long Island Sound will be stopped"; and 

4. It is not true that the Sound would be "virtually closed for 18 out 
of every 48 hours or 37% of the time." 

The LNG carriers would be integrated into the normal marine traffic of 
Long Island Sound. Transit by carriers could result in some localized and 
temporary delays for some vessels wishing to cross the path of an LNG 
carrier and its proposed safety and security zone, or the transits may require 
that some vessels move out of the path of the oncoming carrier (see 
Sections 3.5.5.1 and 3.7.1.4 of the final EIS for details). Except for 
avoiding the proposed moving safety and security zones around the LNG 
carriers and the proposed fixed safety and security zone around the FSRU, 
commercial, recreational, and other marine vessel traffic would be able to 
continue as normal throughout the remainder of the Sound whle the LNG 
carriers are in transit. 

Long Island Sound covers an area of approximately 1,320 square miles 
(Section 2 of the WSR [Appendix C of the final EIS]); the proposed 
moving safety and security zone around each LNG carrier would cover an 
area of approximately 2,040 acres (3.2 square miles; final EIS Table 3.5.1- 
I), or about 0.2 percent of the Sound at any one time; and the proposed 
fixed safety and security zone around the FSRU would cover an area of 
about 950 acres (1.5-square miles; Table 3.5.1-1 of the final EIS), or about 
0.1 percent of the Sound. When an LNG carrier is in transit in Long Island 
Sound, either to or from the FSRU, only about 0.3 percent of the total area 
of the Sound would be excluded from use by the safety and security zones 
proposed for the Project. Consequently, LNG delivery by LNG carriers 
would not result in significant and severe economic, recreational, or safety 
impacts. 

LA1 -7 Section 3.5.7.4 of the final EIS addresses the public trust issue relative to 
the proposed Broadwater Project. 
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Given thie gervasrve and cmttinww impact on navlpble wakm, B d w a t e r  must be mjected. It 

I& the wrong use in the WnG place at the wrong timc. 

3. Broadwater Violata toan-Stnldlae Fcdcnl, State and Countv PoIlcies 
Aimed At Im~rovlnt! Tbc I&ne Island Sound Environment 

- 
SufFoh County is very w m E d  about the proposed prrtjoct's adverse t 

e, the Long M a d  Sound. That W y  ef  w-r is a f-ly krpd 

estuary af  simifimw for which thm h9s been a Comp~henstve Co-ation and 

Msnagment Plan ("CCR3P"'j dmiopad and bdng imp1mmld by federal, ~18% and l ax i  

governat officials, In addition, thc Long Hand mastd Zone M m a ~ e n t  Pian, along with a 

whote hmt of ather Coaslal Zone Rwitalimtion Plans, ioludlng lmal wat&nt mitdimtion 

zones, were implemented pncidely to preserve opcn space, eacourag~ racmational uses, 

minimize advme kvdopment and non-watm dqondent dwralopmmt, pnesenre histarkal 

murces,  enhance scenic r minimize loss of life and ~ ~ S B U T C ~ S ,  e 

nauryrioml channels, unpmve and protect water quatity by pmhibiting dzschsrges, bmit 

development af public Wt lands, protect Lhe M t h  of manrie nstnrrces, and ~ d d a  d v e  

impacts fmm fuel skoqe fmilities. Thcse noble and laudable polides m all h t e n e d  by the 

- pstrposedpmjmt. 

More m t l y ,  via -marl of thc Long Lland Sound S t w d & i p  Act of 2006 (the 

"LISS AcYj, which was + i e d  into law by hsi8nzt Bush on BGtoba 16.2066, Ute federal 

goymen1 reitetsted its wnufiimmi to prcsming the Lang Ksl& Sound. The LISS Act 

d e ~ l m  thst Long Island Sound is a 'Wmal tmnsure cf  gnrat eulrural, mvimnmentpl, Pnd 

ecotcgical importance." LlSS Act 6 ?(aXl). The LISS Act Batha dealares that Long Island 

Soond-dqpendm actl~ties %ntribnte more than %5.000.000,000 each yeu to the regional 

economy.'"tlSS Act 8 2(&)(3) The Ad wsms that 'Yhc pertion o f  the shoreline of the Long 

I1 

LA 1-8 Broadwater submitted a coastal consistency certification to NYSDOS and 
to FERC that contains Broadwater's analysis of the Project's consistency 
with New York State coastal policies, including applicable policies of the 
Long Island Sound CMP and the applicable local land management plans. 
Section 3.5.7.1 of the final EIS lists the coastal policies but does not present 
an opinion regarding consistency because NYSDOS is responsible for 
determining whether the Project is consistent with those policies. It is our 
understanding that NYSDOS will file its determination with FERC after the 
final EIS has been issued. 
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Island Sound that is acessible to the general public . . . is not &equate" and that "lerge pmds 

af open s p m  already in public ommhip  an strained by (he effort (o balance We demand for 

ncrtertion ,nth the needs of -1tive natural r e m m . ' "  LISS Act 4 5  2(a)(Q), Z(aX6). 

The LISS k t ' s  principal goal is to preserve Long I s h d  Sound for "ecokolgcal, 

educafional, npen space, public mess, or tecmtional'he. LISS Act 8 2@3. To do so, the LISS 

Act establishes tlur "Long lstand Sound Slawcmlshtp Initi4vqW LISf Act 8 Z@), wtuch 

includes: (i) designating em& areas of' Long I h d  Sound as " " a m M p  utq" [ill) 

developing managment plans that F i d & ~  lbreats to ''stewardship siteb"', and (ni) p w d n g  

and enhancing "'stewarBshig eites." LISS Act 8 qa)(i}. Plainly put, tha LiSS Act fhe 

idenlification and p~servation of dwimbie pards of pmpesty adjaWat ta Long Island Sound 

that mey servo ~mpoMnt wIo$cal, WIUCat~anal, open spm public arress, or m a t m d  uscs 

af  Long Island Sound. LISS Act B 9@)(2Xa). All of this, of c o w ,  is to make b n g  Mand 

ble to aad useable by the public, It rs not rn tded  to mt: out huge &unka 

of Long lstand Sound for private profit-malring uss or to exclude &z public h m  vat areas of 

t b ~ s  ttessuted body of water. 

Braadwater is eut~rely km&stmt w t h  the fed& policy, mbodied in tbe LISS Act of LA1 -9 Section 3 5 7 of the final EIS has been revised to address the proposed 
Project in consideration of the Long Island Sound Stewardship Act 

FSRU contaming miltions of galtons of tcxie and Ie liqwd nstural gas in the cmm af 

Long Island Sound mf l i c ts  with this f d d l y 4 a M  p v % ,  In &ition, the txclkon 

mnes discussed &ve pmhibit public -s to large mess of Lang island Saund, h sh~r&, the 

Brwdwatzr pmjea vioiates thc 1- and 4pirit of this new fed& statute. - 
ds admitt4 in the TTEfS, Bmadw&zr bas botb shm-rn and long-tm impaeb to Long 

lslmd Sound, during aft p h e s  of tbe project - construction, w m ~ e n .  dismantling and rttmovat. 
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These admitted tnqiaets include, among other things, thc following concerns: [I) mgmfieant 

salimcnt di-ances; @) ataxive tnterfaence mth marme spwies, some of which are 

classitid as W c n e d  or =dm@ under federal and stab law; (3) atmsive dlwanceg of 

essential f ih  habitat, including impacts to several signifreant faeries with both c m m i a l  and 

recmhonal import to residents of SuSolk d the smmding  mmmes, (4) watcr quality 

impacts b t h  during Eanstrudion and -tion. including dimhqes of p-6 water, ballast, 

and mag@; ( 5 )  thermal d ; and 161 air emignans 

In addition, the comm&on and opasuion of the fmility invokes Erequent tanker 

shipmmB iha! will interfere with important fishha located in the hnp;  Island Sound. For 

example, the Lang Island Sound lobster industry is just bwwing to recover fium a 

d m s e  m pupulatisn, believed in patt to be caused by low oxye;en levela in Long Island Sound, 

The Bmadwater pmjeet includes cart~truciim sf the t e t h e  mmh&m and installdion uf 22 

miles af pipeline and will inmlve a m i v e  dredging and di-mm of the praclsely ur 

the eaeauimnmm in whieh t&s8em, clam and other eea-life mide and r tpduec The pmwnent 

adtllrts these aetivitia will cause hypoxie mnditiona, a wnditlon which is  fatal to thass wtal 

fisheries 11 is also fatal to atha marine r m u w  found in the Lang laland S o d ,  

Morwuer, tJie project involves comction of a 22-mile pipetine comaaing thc 

Brodwaw floating fml~ty to the Iroquois Ptpeline. 'I% pipeline will be ~nstalled into the 

ertcnding the zone of sdvefse impacts well beyad the f l h g  stowe unrt l& well 

Into Long Island %md. SigniRcantly, hardly my iafomation is provided by B m d w e  &ut 

ancillaTy on-show shuctures thst are nec to d c a  the off-&on m m m ~ .  

panyiag &davit of Vito A Mieei, the Bmdmter prapbsal 

presents many adverse m*nmenM e F k  which camt be mitigated. As natal by Mr. 

LA 1 - 1 0 While the EIS describes minor impacts to these specific resources, it does 
not conclude that there would be significant sediment disturbance; 
extensive interference with marine species, including federally listed 
species; extensive impacts to EFH; or significant impacts to the important 
commercial or recreational fisheries of Long Island Sound. 

LA1 -1 1 We have addressed these issues in Sections 3.3.2.2, 3.7.1.4, and 3.6.8.1 of 
the final EIS. As described in those sections, the Project would not result 
in a significant impact to commercial fisheries, including the lobster 
fisherv. 

LA 1 - 12 The commentor's assertion that the proponent states that pipeline 
construction activities would exacerbate hypoxic conditions is incorrect. 
Hypoxia and the factors that influence it are discussed in Section 3.2.1.3 of 
the final EIS. Hypoxic conditions are largely restricted to the warmer 
summer months and primarily to the western basin of Long Island Sound. 
In addition, hypoxia is largely driven by nutrient loading. Pipeline 
construction would disturb potentially anoxic sediments, but any 
disturbance would occur during the winter months when the waters of the 
Long Island Sound are well oxygenated. Thus, pipeline installation would 
not be expected to affect the extent or magnitude of hypoxia. 
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M~nel, it has &mi 20 yean and the expendit* of tens of mfbons o f w y a  h d s  to aLhsnee 

and restore the L a g  Island Sound. Sinus 1985, mom Utsm $54 Miltion has been spent an the 

Long Island Sound Srndy. In addItioh since 2001. h o s t  $23 Million in fkderal firads have 

bean spmt by New York and CmcGtimt under ihe faletgj LOng Jsland Sound R m & n  Act. 

Alsq in exms  olS200 Million has b allocatai under the Soate Environmmtal Bond Act to 

enhance and p m e  Long Island Sound. All of this hdi ig ,  along wuh. other monies, was: and 

eonhues ra be usai to impme the axJsMem of the tong island Sound and iu protact and 

LA,-1 3 r ."hame ill d u e  n t s n .  ~ h a e l i m  .nd undmma lmd.. None o l Y s  effm is mmp6atdy 
L 

evalua~d in the DEIS, nor are the dwmcaung impacts that M&WW will hkve on thc Long 

Island Sound mas- pmperly walusdsd. 

At docummted in Mr. Minei's affidavit, the BEIS fail& to properly analyza the 

foollowing e a v ~ m a M  eonwteo in pam'cular and the emulative impacts 

over the exteesive lzfderjme of this 

The cry~genic system Emeduralcr pnrp~ses BY use to keep hihe LNG in a Liquelad sfm 

will use chlumnuomcatbon-M oompounh and olher ozoae-dqleting nubace8 as 

m f i g m t s .  The q-a@ of Fefiigenmh ~ a n ~ n e d  in the a- will be miderabla Any 

Ieaks of Lhesc &ants into the ambient air will d v a l y  impact air quaiity. 

* &-board machrw, such as pump and m, quire pet*elm-based 

Iubricanb for opcraiion. The qmdtics of Iubnmt slated to be s a d  and wad on the FSRU. 

1 the imp=& of such st- and disehsrgG of thm cherm'cals into the Long Island 

Sound and the fact thar such use is banned under SufPolk County law. 

LAI-15 

LA 1 - 1 3 Section 3.0 of the final EIS has been revised to provide additional 
information on the restoration efforts for Long Island Sound. The final EIS 
describes the existing environmental conditions of the Sound relevant to the 
proposed Project, including the conditions that have resulted from the 
restoration efforts, and evaluates the potential for impacts to those 
conditions. Impacts to the relevant areas of the ecosystems of the Sound 
are addressed in Sections 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4 of the final EIS; and impacts to 
public access are presented in Sections 3.5.5.1 and 3.7.1.4. 

YhB and on-shore f8cilltit9 we m i v e  and mgger r ~ w c n t r  under Article 12 of the SufFaBt 

County SmiUlry Code. TC Lr: RBS is silmt about thtse ~ ~ m n e n t ,  It also fails to dimss 

LA 1 - 14 As explained in Section 2.1.1.3 of the final EIS, no mechanical means of 
refrigeration would be required because LNG is refrigerated (liquefied) at 
the sending site and transported in thermally insulated LNG carrier cargo 
tanks. Chloroflurocarbons, or CFCs, typically are used as coolants in 
mechanically powered refrigeration systems. These compounds would not 
be used to maintain the temperature of the LNG 

LA 1 - 15 The EIS addresses the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed Project in accordance with the requirements of NEPA and the 
federal and state actions that would take place if the Project is authorized 
for construction and operation as mandated by the EPAct of 2005. As 
addressed in Section 1.3.1 of the final EIS, these federal and state actions 
do not include county and local permits or approvals. Because the FSRU is 
a transportation-related facility, the federal EPA SPCC Rule (40 CFR 
Section 112) does not apply. However, the final EIS includes a 
recommendation that Broadwater prepare an SPCC plan (Sections 3.2.2.1 
and 3.2.2.2 of the final EIS), that would be equivalent to the EPA plan for 
spill prevention. This plan would identify the design of storage facilities 
for lubricants (both offshore and onshore), handling procedures, spill 
response procedures, and many other details of the use and handling of 
these materials. Broadwater would also be required to prepare an 
Emergency Response Plan as described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS. 
This plan would provide the details needed to safely and effectively 
respond to emergencies. FERC must approve the plans prior to authorizing 
initiation of construction. We anticipate that Suffolk County would be 
involved in developing these plans; therefore, the concerns of the county 
would be addressed. 
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r 4 1mpudties such as Eongerchmed or branched aliphatic 

mumdate in r e m ~ f i a  q i p m t  on ?.he FSRU. These impurities would be required to be 

purged and dispored of into che Long Island Sound. The DElS f&Is lo acknowledge the a d v m  

LA 1 - 16 As discussed in Section 3.2.3.2 of the final EIS, all wastewater generated 
onboard the FSRU that could not be treated to comply with NYSDEC 
SPDES standards, would be containerized and shipped to shore for 

A A 

appropriate disposal at an approved facility. Hazardous materials would be 
required for some operational activities on the proposed FSRU. These 
materials would be managed in accordance with regulato~y requirements to 

impacts lhat these impdties will have on the warn and W n e  life that ~ ~ r t  Long Lland prevent discharge to the Sound 

L S o d .  
LA 1 - 17 There is no request by Broadwater to discharge chlonnated solvents mto 

8 mge qudntibes of  chlorinarcd solvents are likely to be uatd for Jeflasing on-board Long Island Sound Accidental releases are managed through an SPCC 
plan As described m response to comment LA1-15, we anticipate that the 

s are mvered by Article 12, yet concerns of the county regarding the use of chlonnated solvents on the 

the DEB dots not include m y  e v d d o n  of these envimmmtal issues. FSRU would be addressed m the SPCC plan and Emergency Response 
Plan that must be reviewed and approved by FERC pnor to authonzing the 

A A r Fuel stomge (most likely d i e 1  furl) fn mall auxiliary engines or arb& m c s ,  initiation of construction 
LA?-18 

I for+ciiffr aad derricks are not adequately in the DEE. 
8.- 

LA 1 - 1 8 AS descnbed m response to comment LA1 -1 5, we anticipate that the r 8 Bilge w.ia that may u m u h t a  in s m e  mkci a piping may be crnM~IY(d and concerns of the county regardmg fuel storage would be addressed in the 
would have to be treated pnor to d i w d  o v e a r d ,  Rlb wnwnants  and the f f a m t  SPCC plan and ~ m e r g e n c ~  ~esponse planthat must be reviewed and 

approved by FERC pnor to authonzing the mitiation of construction 
chmicab a e  of concern to SuRbSk County and their ~ m p a l s  are noi adaqumly sd 

- BEE. LA 1 - 19 Section 3 2 3 2 of the final EIS discusses the containment, collection, and 
- treatment of wastewater All bilge water that may be contaminated would 

Marine wata intake scmns for cooling water on bath the FSRW and supply vewls wilt be collected and stored m the bilge holding tank until it could be treated 

use aotifoululg chemicals to keep intake frec of m n c  such as m m l s ,  @a+ 
(either onboard or onshore) 

LA1-20 I and aquatic planw, Chmicals, such as bleach will then be dischmM into the L o n ~  lslsed LA1 -20 As discussed m Section 3 2 3 2 of the final EIS, the intake screens for the " .  - - 
&md, w i n g  signtflcant advefse impacts on the wataqualrty and marhe fife. Onoe the 

FSRU would be manually cleaned. Thus, no chemicals related to the 
cleaning of intake screens would be discharged to Long Island Sound 

L DEE farb lo adequately 

I- ea to di-gc certain coaling water at elevates tem LA 1-2 1 The commentor's basis is unclear for assertmg that a 1-degree change in 
water temperature could cause a massive fish kill, because the ambient 

tn be & much ss four delycxs higher than the warn of Long Island Sound. Even a water temperatures of Long Island Sound are highly vanable All 
4 trrcreaseinwata wu of I- than one degree can cause dqlmon of oxygen Ievals and discharges would be subject to New York State hater quality regulations 

and Project-specific SPDES requirements designed to protect the 
environment. As discussed in Section 3.2.3.2 of the final EIS, operation of 
the proposed FSRU would not alter ambient water temperatures. 
Broadwater estimates that the engine-cooling discharge water from a 
steam-powered LNG carrier would approximate ambient temperature 
conditions (within 1-F) within 75 feet of the point of discharge. Because 
all discharges would be conducted in accordance with Project-specific 
SPDES requirements, impacts to marine resources (including lobster) are 
not expected. Local Agencies and Municipalities Comments 
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massive fish kill6 in Long Island Sound. A fourdegra hike in temp 

dehimtal.  mwmnmmtaf impact8 tn Long Island Sound. This is vitarally ignored in the DEIS. 

* D m d m g  on the angle of &&er approach and axil, rhc proposal would result in the r 

L 

r r Massive disruption o f  the Crosa found Ferry %mice from Mmt tn Hew London, and 

LA,-22 

, 1 ferry sewire fms Monb& ud Point Judith lo Bbrk Wand n i l  ax. beeawe of the arluuon 

~ntemptim o f  dl hoat trafl;e in and s r o d  Block Island, Montauk Point, Point Judith, The Rece 

and all pllnra in Long Islsnd Saund wcsr ta W d n g  River up ta 311 dap annually. 

L  ones. The DEiS labels thew intm@on u 'bind4 nhut any h i s  for doing SO. 

r * Long Island S o d ,  including pa& of  the FSRU maaring press and vessel mutes, has 

L the&i.ms 

r e The FSRU will take on 5.5 tn 8.2 million gallarts per &y e g d ?  of water fm Long 

LAI-24 

LA,-ZS I Island Sound, which will be with biccide and d i m k g d  bmk knta the Sound. m e  LNG 

beeit d d p a t e d  as Essential Fish mitars far 19 fish qsies, which woii?d Iw: impecred by 

entraunmd d d n g  water intake in the FSRU and supply v e l s .  The DEIS fails to ad- 

I supply r m l a  kll u r h  have av-e- wtrr  iallrm 01 22.1 mgd. The mmpw of  w h  r large 

I mass ofbiwrde on marine life n the Long Island Sound i s  not a u a s l y  m the DEIS, 

r * LNG supply ~essei~ 8n likdy to emy water &@ncd 6rtm foreign l irat l~s  a ~ t  

LAI-26 may well intn;lduce imasivt and h&I ripab into bland S o d  or Blak l s l d  Sound. 1 
a As m i i o n e d  abave, Article 12 of the Su%k County Sanitary Code- has jurisdiclicn 

of the opastion of the FSRU and supply vasels, in particular to the storruge, 

hmdiing and &%harp of h us ehnnIds. Wle DEB his failmi to consider any p v i a o n s  

LA1 -22 As indicated in response to comment LA1-6, although transit by carriers 
could result in localized and tempora~y delays for some vessels, the vast 
majority of marine vessel traffic using the waterways associated with the 
Project would not be affected. 

LA1 -23 In response to the concerns expressed by Cross Sound Feny, the 
assessment of impacts to feny operations has been revised in 
Section 3.7.1.4 of the final EIS. 

LA1 -24 Potential impacts to EFH are described in detail in Section 3.3.3.1 of the 
final EIS and in the EFH assessment in Appendix J. 

LA1 -25 Section 3.2.3.2 of the final EIS provides an updated discussion of the 
potential impacts of water discharges. The associated discharges would be 
required to satisfy New York's water quality standards for SA waters and 
Project-specific SPDES permit requirements would reduce potential 
impacts to water resources. 

LA1 -26 As described in Section 3.2.3.2 of the final EIS, LNG carriers would not be 
expected to discharge ballast water into Long Island Sound. 

LA, 1 -27 Please see our response to comment LA1 -1 5 
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t of Suffok County's Code and is, thus, an imomplete and madequate ass-em of the 
LP.1-27 L environmental impacts ofthe propod acxioo. 

If approvd, Broadwater wrll pmmemly lake 950 acm of Low Island Sound 

smundmg the FSRU and bar the public from ever using the atea The US33 ~equites this 

exclmim zone to bg mforcd by armed boats and personnel. Further, the USCG requires that 

the LNG tankers use$ to slrpply the WRU have moving sccwity exclusion zone6 arouad them at 

LA1 -28 Vessels wishng to cross the path of the proposed safety and security zone 
around an in  carrier may need to wait about 15 minutes for the zbne to 
pass or could slightly alter their routes to pass farther in front or behind the 
zone. The enti& route would not be considered an exclusion zone, only the 
proposed safety and security zone around each LNG carrier (2,040 acres 
[3.2square miles]), and the LNG carriers would be integrated into the 
normal marine traffic of Long Island Sound. The impacts to commercial 
marine vessels due to LNG carrier transits are addressed in Section 3.7.1.4 
of the final EIS, and the impacts to recreational boating and fishing are 
addressed in Section 3.5.5.1 of the final EIS. 

all ttmes ef 1,732 am dsa e n M  -4th med and pemnnel. Mr. IvlioePs staff 
If an LNG carrier passes through the Race whle fishing vessels are present, , Aq-Tn r meat& a pictoriat wrmentation of the moving au~kusion m e ,  which d m o w m  tha -29 the mterruption would be temporaw at most when it did occur As ,.., a ,  L" 

B d w a t e r  will cause dmificmt djsnrptions to other users of the h g  Island Sound 5pe 
described k Section 3.7.1.4 of the knal EIS and Section 4.6.1.4 of the 
WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), an LNG carrier and its proposed safety 

Exhlbtt B w h d  m Mr. Wmdk affidavit, Seo Plsa and security zone would not take up the entire channel of the  ace, and 

* Broadwater and the D E B  baad lheir as 
some vessels would be able to remain in place in the Race and outside of 
the proposed safetv and securitv zone. Temporaw interruptions of vessels 

Meftr will be mveliq at the NEe of ten b&, This sssumption as lb wed fais fu !&e into 

m u n t  the emtic ddes often found in Long Island Sound, the violmt win& and the cdumce 

of the waters of BLOek Island Soud and LMzg island Sam& and the e a a u s  nature oPThe 

LA,-29 r k~, a heavily U& arrrorlhrsoab . hag-w dim1-~ni of m-a) ~ n d  ~c?c~t*8tional 

film= h m  The Race, m e  of the most pmduetive Blriped baas fisheries in the no&- will 

be remanplace if Emsbutster is built. 

It must be noted thr~ in ~ t s  January 18, 2W7 filing with FERC, the Unrred Strum 

ent of the interior ("USWlS3. voiced ita concern h u t  Broadwater's adv- Imp=@. 

The USDOI cnhcizrr] the DIEIS b m m e  it ladmi criikal data and failed to ally evaluate the 

. The USDO1 notad that Brorufwater will: [I) & m l y  affect 

using the Race may occur periodically for t ie  life of the goject, but the 
displacement would not be long term. In addition, if authorized, it is 
ex~ected that Coast Guard would reauire Broadwater to schedule LNG 
carrier transits to minimize impact to other waterway users, to the extent 
practical, as recommended by the Coast Guard in Section 8.4 of the WSR 
(Appendix C of the final EIS). 

Given the size of a typical LNG carrier, carriers would be able to maintain 
a 12- to 15-knot speed through a wide range of wind and sea conditions. 
However, if conditions arisethat might significantly affect the speed or 
maneuverability of a carrier, permission to enter the Sound may not be 
granted. Further, the 15-minute transit time referred to in both the WSR 
and the final EIS for the proposed moving safety and security zone of a 
carrier to pass a point is based on a speed of 12 knots, not 10 knots. 
However, if a vessel was engaged in fishng operations in the deepest 
portions of the Race, it may be impacted for approximately 40 to 60 
minutes. This longer time takes into consideration retrieving gear, getting 
underway, and returning to the location where the boat was before the LNG 
carrier and its proposed safety and security zone approached 
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(2) impact fish md wildhfe mma due to errmmwt, rmpingern@nt and the use o f  biocide LA, 1-30 The commentor misrepresents the contents of the January 18,2007 U S 
LA1-30 Department of the Interior (USDOI) letter, especially m regard to potential 

chemicals; and (3) impact large arm ofthe seabed.' impacts to federally listed blrds More nnportantly, FWS subsequently 
concurred with our findings that the proposed Project would not be likely to 

The REIS bils to a u t d y  sswss the events mentioned above and does not address the 
LAI-31 adversely affect federally listed birds as described m Section 3 4 of the 

cumulative impacts of these even&. Thns fsihue requires denial of the appllcatlons. fmal EIS 

4. Bmndwater Vlohtea The Snfctv and Seeoritv of tbe Resldentrr of SuffoUk 
County. 

There IS considd'le public oppasition to the Brodwater Project primarily M m g  on LA1 -31 As descnbed above, the commentor has misrepresented the contents and 
conclusions of the EIS Cumulative nnpacts are discussed in Section 3 11 

the inherent aafe~y risks of the proposal, This is not me$ and tme tmhnalogy, Ra&a, ix is  of the final EIS, explicitly mcludmg nnpacts on water quality, biological 

ckperimmtd, I e., if appro&, it will be- the fvst flo&ng FSRU .U built in the world None resources, visual resources, air quality, and marme transportation 

exis& today. Xn effmi, BrOBdwaler wan18 to mske- hng  lsland Somd a I h k a r y  for a very 

risky and unpmvm exwmmt .  

Safety is of p m o t r n i  i to Suffok County. Safety is dsa ofmnmn in FERC 

pmtedings, In the Fmvecb C ~ v e  LWG proceeding FERC stated the following. "The primary 

cons88etation before us is whether the pmpo6ed Wavt lk  Cave facthtim can be crnmcrad nnd 

opated  safe^^."' Thus, not only must EERC be that B d w a t e r  can bc ~mt lgc td  md 

apemrwl m a &a m m r  but Suffolk County and its mid.enls and the State of Ncw York must 

also be assured thrzl all safety tssues amoeiatad with Ihe pcopcnai pmject aoe nrftieimtly 

identified snd messed before any approvats or easnnents can be gmnted. 

Broadwater biks yet to provide any  me^ to Buffolk Comly'a h u t  first 

ders i%m local mmmuruties mt having the trslining, q u l p e n t  and regouzces =wary 

to handle Broadwatcr-relatod mqmcies The fact that BmadwW inter& ta ptDvide aafery 

traiaing to its on-hand p m l  fails to acbowledge that these on-beard F n n e l  may be 

'kc J m w y  18.2W7 [mr frumUSDOl to FERC, mth acccns~oo Y 2W701185949 
'Order Grnnnng A u h i ?  Undn Sawn 3 of the N t ~ n l  Cins A n  d I s u q  Gmficatc m Wravn's Cove 
Encrgy.LLCelal Dockc-ho CW4-36-OM)(TsnrdJdy 1 5 . 2 0 ~ ~ .  lIZI~kRC(61,070 r t p  12132 
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Unofficial FERC-Generated  FDF of 2 0 0 7 0 1 2 4 - 0 1 4 2  Received by FERC OSEC 0 1 / 2 3 / 2 0 0 7  i n  Docket# CFU6-54-00 . &sablsd by the emergency and that local nseue and 

LA?-32 em~gnrcies. &aausc it has falied to tostablash that its fad 

safely, and has pita wen prep= an Emmpncy Respam 
I 

As rioted in the wmpsnying affidavit of Cammioioner Joseph F. Williams, S C m S  

m d i n a m  the responw of the W fin d q l m m t s  Iomfrrd in Suuflblk County, X F K B  aIsn 

works with the Suffolk County Police D 

is also responsible far develaping and implmmting the Cmtnty's Mutual Aid Plan, which war 

developed to respand to c m ~ m c i e s  of all kin& A copy of the c m t  Mutual Aid Plan a 

attached as Exhibit B !e hk. Will~ams' afiiduvit. 

No fire d t located in Suffolk County the laquipment that would permit it to 

fight a f i e  on thc ESRU or on the LNG supply vgsels, Indetd, W. hem majonty of these fire 

departments lwk bats. At bwr, a Few Ere depmants may have 30 foot or 35-faot Bostm 

Whalm, but none ef these boats wuM be used to fight R water-- Ere as they lack water- 

pumping ability to fight a Bre ofthis type. The only fire boats that may have puch water pumpmng 

abilities that are lacat& ncar Long bland Sound arc pumper baa& owned by the New 

York Csty Fire Dqpartmmt Hwwer, t b g e  boats gmmrlly do nart pump more than 10,000 

@loas per &b and are more than 60 mika away from the 

mu* 

ly, if t h m  i s  a marine-- fire in Lang bland the USCG -&. It 

that the USCG, tn its Water S m ~ i t i t y  Rep& &madmitt& in tlus W 

it lack arERcimt at bioats pmmmel to pwt B d w t w .  Thus, it i s  impossible for that 

to au emc~gency of my kind on the FSRU. 

federal regulations, industry standards, and classification society rules 
would govern the safe design, construction, and operation of the FSRU. 
The Coast Guard has evaluated the safety and security aspects of operation 
of the FSRU (and the LNG carriers). As reported in the WSR (Appendix C 
of the final EIS), the Coast Guard had preliminary determined that, with 
implementation of the mitigation measures it has-recommended, operation 
of the Project would be manageable. 

As noted above in our response to comment LA1-15, FERC would review 
Broadwater's Emergency Response Plan and would not authorize initiation 
of construction until approving the plan. The plan would address the 
potential need for first responders to assist in an emergency onboard the 
FSRU and would be developed by the Coast Guard, Broadwater, and the 
agencies and municipalities that would provide responders. Therefore, the 
review and initial approval of the Project, if warranted, does not need to be 
delayed at this time. 
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F*, having shown that Broadwater, FERC. Ihc USCG and the. DEE have not LA 1-33 Broadwater would also be requlred to prepare an Emergency Response 
Plan as described in Section 3 10 6 of the fmal EIS FERC must amrove 

A A 

answaed meral questiom abow mpnding to emergmtes at the FSRU or its sumly Wers,  the Emergency Response Plan prior to any final approval to begin 

local fire d~sbiets are unable to be the fht ?qmders h u s e  they lack the ?radning and construction 

equipment to fight a arater-bd fire on the FSRU or supply vesselr Private Arms also lack the 

needed equtprnenl and training. Sidce none of the local first d m  are capable of a rapid 
LAI-33 

r w s e  ta the k n e - w  hchtreb, who will pmvlde h e  fire and rescue servlcw? Who will 

f q  the ~njured victims uf the short? 

r 71iKT.e are also coneems, not in the DEIS, sbout other types of chernidals used 

I m fieFSRU and rupiy  veszIs. For ample ,  the FSRU twill sire and use diesel Miurn 

I hypochlorite and m n i a  mong other h1gh1j4 tegulatedtoxic chemicals AIWugh SCFRES h a  

I the legai ohllgation to mrdinatc the for any diwhatges of these 

chmcal, rr does not have the egut-t or tra~mng to do ao on a w W - b d  facility. In 

sddition, evm if fire boats used on Zang I s h d  Sound eould get to the FSRU, they do nar  

typtcally have the e q u i p m t  n wri chemical spills. Once again, it is the 

I USCG t h l  typ~cdIy -rids lo web rrlar.. yet they &it they lack the m s o m s  to do so. 

Who will contain the will of the8.e materids? - - 
We are also concerned abaut 

facilitips as,ssaciataf with Brodarafm. Little infomion is provided about thme appurteeant 

trim fm w n &  can respond is to haw 

md based upon known fa& &at what rs 

stored at facilitieb. Hems becauseofthe lack of information, no fitst 
- 

is stored or done at these on-shm operrdjons. 

LA 1-34 As noted above in our response to comment LA1-33, FERC would review 
Broadwater's Emergency Response Plan and would not authorize initiation 
of construction until approving the plan. As a result, prior to construction, 
relevant aspects of the emergency response needs for Project safety would 
be addressed by FERC and the Coast Guard, including the concerns raised 
by Suffolk County in this comment. The Coast Guard identified the 
resources that it needs to manage the Project in the WSR (Appendix C of 
the final EIS). The Project would not be allowed to operate if the necessary 
resources are not in place. Additionally, as part of its Facility Response 
Plan, Broadwater would be required to either have the necessary personnel, 
training, and equipment needed to respond to a spill or identify whch oil 
spill response organization had been contracted to provide that support. 

LA, 1-35 The onshore support for the Project would be housed in existing buildings 
and therefore generally would be subject to the same firefighting needs as 
the existing or past tenants. Information on stored materials required for 
firefighters would be included in the Emergency Response Plan and the 
SPCC plan (see our response to comment LA1-15), both of whch would be 
developed in concert with the appropriate federal, state, and local agencies 
and would be filed with FERC for review and approval prior to initiation of 
construction. These plans would provide information on what would be 
stored at the onshore support facilities, who would be responsible for 
response to emergency situations, what initial response actions and 
notifications would occur in the event of an emergency, and other 
information important to first responders. Additionally, as part of its 
Facility Response Plan, Broadwater would be required to either have the 
necessary personnel, training, and equipment needed to respond to a spill or 
identify which oil spill response organization had been contracted to 
provide that support. 

- 
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Furrhcmtore, much of rhc amadwater pmject will bc located u a d m m ,  imluding parts 

of Lhe FSRU, the YM5 m d  the enhre 22-mile pipeline+ Tbm have bccn no shfldles done and no 

evidence p m t e d  ahut  leaks oncuning mdmaBm, Rather, a11 that ts presented is speculation, 
LA?-36 

wh~ch ts wholly insufficient to support my type of m # m c y  planni$ or response. In 

particular, given Ihr: a m  cald at which LNG is to be stond, there 15 no infomation abut 

how to addrtds a below-warn hull fsilun and rapid release of a cryogenic liqutd Into Long 

Island Sound. Fwzhamaore, there may well be conflicting fin: fighting tmfiquee that mme into 

play as a natural gas fire is not fm@t the same way that a fire rnsocinted with Ihc oiha 

chenucalson the FSRU are hmdlcd. 

Ovwralall, Suffolk County has the gravest foncems &out Ula ability of any local first 

LA1 -36 Section 3.10.3 of the final EIS has been expanded to include information on 
underwater releases of LNG. In addition, the Emergency Response Plan 
(described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS) would address all appropriate 
emergency response scenarios, including responses to underwater releases 
of LNG. 

LA 1-37 Terrorist threats to LNG carriers would be mitigated by the establishment 
of the proposed moving safety and security zone around each carrier, Coast 
Guard escorts, tug escorts, Coast Guard vessel arrival procedures, and other 
Coast Guard practices. The Emergency Response Plan (Section 3.10.6 of 
the final EIS) would also serve as a tool to provide a coordinated response 
to emergencies. The Emergency Response Plan would address the issue of 
a potential blockage of the Race due to an LNG carrier accident and 
responses such as rerouting marine traffic, removing the LNG carrier from 
the Race, and other key actions. 

nspwder or pnvgte companies to twpond to any emergency at the FSRU. 

SuRk County'e concents are bu by a repa% issued m Fehary 2006, by thr: 

N w  York State Office of Homeland Security entitled "Foeus Repon: Maritime Termrist 

That ,"  This Fepcn discusses d e l y  and securtty wnaerns m i a t e d  with facilities sueh ua 

Bmdwatot's LNG prrtposal, ;among other nraririne . The + riots that &em are 

serious security issues rased by fcncign-flag4 v ~ I s  loading LNG in paor1y 

portr, and the lwb of ammpnate vemng p that mployces an LNG tankers arc 

propnly trarned about dety  and m-cy p . The peport also mi= that little 

informarlon is ktlDw~l about multjple syaCem failures occurring halliareously on the FSRU and r WLIP and now i b ~  ib. WYM* d.r. ia  I 

4 impact and impur other mmmm1a1 and ional usem of Long Island Sound who use The 

-37 

We do not anticipate that a closure of the Race would be long term: 
therefore, any such closure would not have as catastrophe an effect as 
suggested by Suffolk County. For example, the physical interference of 
marine traffic due to a fire from the accidental release of LNG would be 

report also disusses the c m q u m ~  of an LNG tmnka accident closing The Race 

in LDng Island Sound, an issue thst W w a l a  dou& od Such an mident will sipZli%antly 

short term, with the fire expected to bum out in about 1 to 2 hours. Even 
considering the time required to remove a disabled carrier from the Race, it 
is not likely that the Race would be shut down for a long period. In 
addition, many vessels that are not deep draft could use alternate routes to 
reach their destinations during any temporary closure of all or part of the 
Race due to an accident. 

Information on what ~rocedures Naw vessels would follow if the Race 
were closed for any period of time is considered classified and cannot be 
included in the EIS. 
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Race to enter and exit the Sound. Bdwstflet has provided no analpi!f of the impst an neh 

LNG supply dismptim on its own FSRU o m ~ o n s .  B-watetk t i y s j s  ysjs fais to pmuide 
LAI-37 

any infomat~on on the impact on national security if The Ram is blocked, which prevmQ 

I_ Unzted Statm Navy  vessel^ from enteiingor exiting Long Island S o d .  

Suffolk County" popositirrn is  also bumeSsal by the USCG Water Suitabil~ty Rtport. 

whrch identifia mujor safety nsks of the Bmadwster P y e c t .  As noted above, the USeG 

eva!uated the intmty of use of h n g  Island Sound by a few tbDunand vwels with AIS Tracking 

Systms in Block lslrtnd h d  and The Race, all in an area which must be b x v d  several 

times a week by the  vessel^ wpplying the FSRU. When wn-AIS T d i n g  Systms vepaels are 

inc~udal in the malprs, thm me over 30(E,W v w I s  using Long island Sound. Because of 

this, the USCG no& in its Watet Suitabiljty Report that specla1 precautions iue n m f e r y  to 

protect the vemels wrying the LNG, as well as the FSRU facility. 

The UXG also refognizcd safety cancems in 'Con& Island Sound. The USCG not= that: 

&]he pmposd Errquarcy of LNG shipmants UI the terminal would 
be 2-3 tunes pa week, on av- The to& dmhon for 
opnatlons Frvm transit beginn~ng cu the Point Judith P~lol Station, 
dixhardna car~v. and ending with disnnbilrkina the 011ot at Point - .  
Judith I; e k t k t o  take ap&xlmately 40 hours per LNG carrier. 
At a transit spad ranging between 12 and 15 knots, from Point 

FSRU, a di8tmce of srpplox~malely 69.1 rnBes, m a i t  would kkt 
between qpteximakly 5 5 6 horn. Thc d n d w  of the time 
would be spent bertltin~ debmhing and cmhering w g o  
aiporstions, wm-cly 25 ta 30 h-." 

The USCG hthw now that h w  of the & m s  

veml c h n g  the LNG will 6e tequircd to be mM in (hc area of Poinl ludith, 

-& ta and then thm& The h e ,  atld Ulen to the profrod LNG fsility by armed gun 

hosts m n g  anned personnel. During this msit, the m%n@ s a f q  excluston zones required 
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by the USCQ wII interfere with other usem of bang Wend Suund. As m~ed above, each LNG 

tanker must have exclusion zona* of 4,000 yrad buff zone in fmnt of the vessel, a Z,W yard 

butler zone at the stem of the -1 and 750 yards on a h  side of the ship." dK LNG 

tankers arc? &(ached lo the FSRU, they wll m a i n  then for 12 to 18 hem undm armed pards 

in the US=-mandalad FSRU utclusim zone.lz 

The USCG alse ~clatawldges that a d v m  weather con&tbm, pdcularfy in an ana 

east of The Race and the Black lsland Swnd, ~ l t r  of grave CMICW~ k m  the wind s p h  1n 

those anas aqmge about X5 miles per hour throu&mt the year, and the emfiuons are very 

sirnilat to the conditiurrs an ttu: high mis .  The Race is a daep navigable porhun of the Sound 

~ e n m l t y  thought tobe only 1.4 miles wide and rum Rare Rmk and Valtant Rock m the 

area of Block blsland ~ o u n d . ' ~  The USCG &thm nees that are alwayi Btrong i i p e  and 

wids in the wake of all bmken gmund in The Race, excqpf for h u t  one-half horn al alack 

wata. i?ie rips arc erceptiodly heavy during heavy weather, and -idly when a strong 

wind oppos(% the current or the sttg through a m  a heavy sea"" U ~ d w  aush 

a, the I5 knor mir sped The Race m e d  by B m & m  is c d s l y  

not a realmtic estimate of transit hmes The R e ,  a fact aclarowled@ by the USCG. 

In the winter men&, the USCG mtes that there i s  sn addad saftSy mlem d i c e  flow 

and tntenac Fog '' A11 of Zhis activity i s  accurring while otber heavy c o m d a l  M e  is d m  

ananpting tu tntnstt the 1.4 milt dde Rase nnd ftrrissre plying b a r n  Orient Paint and New 

London, and the military i s  using its nuclmar su&ne in &aton. ]into &IS cdculw ane 

LA 1-38 We are not aware of the Coast Guard stating that adverse weather 
conditions in the area east of the Race and in Block Island Sound "are of 
grave concern" as suggested by Suffolk County. The LNG carriers would 
llkely experience more severe wind and weather conditions while crossing 
the Atlantic, and the normal sea and weather conditions of the Block Island 
Sound area would not be expected to adversely affect LNG carrier transit. 
Given the size of a typical LNG carrier, carriers would be able to maintain 
a 12- tol5-knot speed through a wide range of wind and sea conditions. 
However, if conditions arise that might significantly affect the speed or 
maneuverability of a carrier, permission to enter Block Island Sound or 
Long Island Sound may not be granted. 
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mu$t add the fart thal the USCG W i l y  admils that it doas nor have the perriame1 or quipment 

to properly secure the 6sfaty oftheFSRU and the LNG tgnkm, 

The USCG also notes &at Broadma was a parlicular safety h l l m g ~  due to the 

n in a '%homu&fm wed by a wide variety of waterway u~rn." '~  The USCG 

further admitted tkat the LMG vapor cloud from a collision in Long Igland Sound could cross 

over Rsher's Island, Plum Idand, and portions of the North Fork of Long lsland before 

dispers~n~." 

GritieaHy, malyz~ng the ~esoututs requred to iadquately arid pmperly pmv~dc for 

aecunty and safely of the B m w a t n :  Pmjeet, the USCG statesu 

$ a d  on curremt lwels of mlrslon rctlvlfy. Conel Guard Sector 
1,onp lsland Sound currenth d m  not have the reoources 
required lo implememt tb t  memur- that have bttn idemtlfltd 
sa bebe  necruarv to effectlvelv rnanaec the w t c ~ t l a l  risk to 
navleation safety and mnrltimcr wurlty auociated with the 
Broadwater enerw srooosal. Obtain~ng the mquired resources 
would require tither curtailing c-1 activities within lhc Sector. 
w i g m n g  rwurres  fmm outside of the Sector, or for the Coast 
Guard to seek ddtuonal resources through the budgtt proem.. . 

ln oddttren to the re=- idmtifid in Seclhon 7.2, ndd~tional 
Coast Guard m u m  may be required to implement the vessel 
traEc managment reoommdations that wete ~dcntified in 
Sections 4.6.1,6 and 4.6.1,7 ps #rcll as some o f  the maritsme 
munty m m  idenkfied in Sation 5.5 of the SSI portion af 
this Rewrl. The muto9a rwurnd lo imdmmi these m 
cannot 'be idmlilied insofar 4 addiltonal.analysts 1s rcqutrul to 
establish specific operational ciqubilitics. Resowe requi rcmrs  
would be identitid &I the o p d o d  M i l l t i e s  are 
established. or kml h w  &forcement a~ea r i c s  could 
poteuthllv rulrt  w(tb Im~kmeatinfc MIW o l  tbc m w u r a  
idtntificd for mnnaelne ~ t t n t l a l  rWlr to muitlmc srturlty 
%qpe~lated wltb tbe orowred Broldwater Enerw sroicet 
Witb the aonrwrlate I& apreemout f L c  Mtmorudum 01 
UndertlPndlue~. State law cnforcememt ~ ~ r r o n n e l  could 
enforce Cowt Guard safety or security z o r ~  either sroond the 
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PSRU or the cmnailise I,NG r~rrier This a$sumen the sree law 
cniorcemcnt agcncy has the appmpnatcly uained and outfirred 
pt~w~utul i ~ r  addit~un rt, srnull h1at.s cxpablr of  rvrriiltng In the 
most probable w m  case sea wnd~tlon of Long Island Sound. 
Cnmnthr the antcia, that could ~oteadrtb ~rovlde sach 

'k h v e  1s a d t d  ~Wssinn by the USCG that i t  doed not h u e  the mumes  to 

LA 1-39 The Suffolk County comment regarding a vapor cloud cites a report 
prepared by Broadwater. FERC and the Coast Guard analyzed t h s  issue 
and presented information regarding the area of potential impact due to 
dispersion of an ignitable vapor cloud and the basis for cloud formation in 
Section 3.10.4.3 of the final EIS and in Section 1.4.3 of the WSR 
(Appendix C of the final EIS). Although the formation of a vapor cloud is 
theoretically possible, it is unlikely to occur since a release of the 
magnitude required to form a large cloud would require either (1) a major 
release of LNG due to an accident or intentional ru~ture of the hull. which 

provide any safety and secwfty for the PSRU a d  the LNG tankers. 

Broadwater alsa identifies significant salety issues in its fitings vnth FERC. Some of 

these are d e b e d  below. 

p 

Bmgdwarsl adm~ts that at least 20 d n e  m~dents involving LNG facibtles and ta&m 

would be accompanied by an ignition source that would ignite the 
vaporized LNG and prevent formation of a vapor cloud; or (2) an 
intentional or unintentional release of LNG (such as opening an LNG 
transfer valve on a carrier that is not berthed at the FSRU) that results in a 
large volume of LNG being released without an ignition source. Further, 
the distance presented for vapor cloud travel is not a radius from the spill; 
the stated distance of vapor travel would extend in only one direction - 
downwind of the spill. 

have occurred w o r l d d e .  See B d w s t e r  R e g o m  Report Nos. 10 and 11. Emadder fu&er 

admits that eight ofdrese incidents mvolvai spillage of LNG. Id. It also admits that WG eanier 

gr~uMiinp and collisions have o c c m  ineluding one with a s u b ~ n r :  s ~ a i n g  am 

LNG canier. Id. Grotan, Comwticut, located an Long klaad Sound rim T'hc Racc and the 

mute for the LNG &n, is home lo a United Stat= Wavy nuclew submme base. 

BmsdMw admits that an LNG spill may occw and if material dam not ignite into a 
LAI-39 

fireball a lerge LNG vepor cloud mll be drspcrsed o w  a wide suraa of Long Island Sound. Id. 

LA 1-40 As stated in the Sandia Report, and as supported by 12 of 16 experts 
surveyed in the GAO Report (GAO 2007), the expert consensus is that an 
increase of 20 to 30 percent in hazard distance for heat hazard from an 
LNG pool fire would occur due to a multiple tank failure scenario. The 
assumption used for determining vapor cloud Hazard Zone 3 for the 
Broadwater consequence analysis presented in Section 1.4 of the WSR 
(Appendix C of the final EIS) and Section 3.10.4.3 of the final EIS includes 
simultaneous release from three tanks without gas ignition. 

Bmadwaler admits that the fdlm of two or more LNG cargo lank8 due to cxpoawe ta 

LAI-40 
the extent of the firddl or v w  cloud by twenty (o lhirty 
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Broadwats &mi& that the remotenesg of the site doea not elhiminare safety nsks to the 

public. Bmadwsts's Resourn Reports note &at: "[a]eejden& could occur an the FSRU, on 

transiting or bathad LNG carrim, or during the perfamm~e of fsility suppaa opemiam. 

Desgire the faetlrty's remote i&on, meh accidentn muld irnpect the public, k i l t @  m m e l ,  

arthe Cac~lityitself" Id. at 11-13. 

Broadwatsr adrm& that " f m  pmduccd by wave Betlon aeting Qn the FSRU in its 

marine ennmmmk could catlse sloshing of LNG in the aargo tanks on the FSRU, wmtially 

damagtngrhe mmbrane wntatment span." Id. at 11-19, 

Yoke hloonne Never Attemted for an FSRU 

Brodmer  athits that a "kc msoring sptwn has nat been wed in mnjunmon with sn 

FSRU appficsljon . . ," id  at 1 1-27. B&w i g  & i W y  wing whtd technology, 

Bmadwatm conducted a study m which it simulated an LW ve3sel's be&g with the 

S R U .  Brordwaiw ad* that "(few of llrr 25 dmalabus raraltnl In Ira8 &an ag-1.bb: 

r;olety marginan id. al 11-46, That means thaf operations wete unsafe mots than 

fifieea percmt of the time. ing there are only two LNG ornoads per week [a m m a ( i v e  

eatimatc), that means that there will be appmximptely 16 unsafe ornoads pea year. 

The New York State h m e n t  of Public Serwce C?riYSDPSY) hss haen designated st 

the Stsfe's liaiwn with Sro&w&m for purpom of "mnsuHhg with FERC on all siting md 

safkly m a i m  rewding Bmadwa'6 applacdons." NYSDPS Safety Advisory Raprat, dated 
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FebNary 28, 2006 st 2-3. ne NY~DPS idwefi& my New with which LA1 -41 Section 3 10 2 1 of the final EIS presents the codes and standards 
applicable to the Project In the design review of the FSRU, FERC and the 

BradWer c m o t  -ly. For -pie, " [ s l i m  the is Roang on watlt, the exitin$ Coast Guard would consider the design requirements noted by the New 

does not meet the intent of ~~olafiw" required by the State Fire Code. Id, at Appendix C at 1, 

cXttm state-law safety viol&ona are identified h u & u t  that mport. Sae. M. at Appenhx A-D. 

LAI-41 

York State Department of Public Services in its Safety Advisory Report 
(included in Appendix E of the final EIS). The overall design of the FSRU 

wem of the facility could never terminate at a public way. medo=,  the extting sy6tem 

cannot m m  the rsquirnma of ?he Buzldmg Code." id. at Apppeodrx B at 1, Similarly, 

although Emadwater p m m  to "dump[] [spillai] LNG to the ftaport side B f h  FSRU . , . [t]&s 

has been taken into account relative to environmental impacts. Further 
design details are not anticipated to change the original assessment of 
environmental impact, and consideration of detailed design issues is 
beyond the scope of a NEPA EIS. 

5. Broadwarn Is iocondstcnl With h d  Vlolrta The N m  York Stnte Coastal 
Zone Manaeemrnt Policies. 

B r o d w m  m a  be authohd by ERC,  the WSDBS, rhe USACE and all otha 
LA 1 -42 Please see our response to comment LA1 -8 

the gnrposed pm&t IS w h 8 y  

inmmi~'Q"t with and riviolates lJeW York State's Coastal Zone Managemt Pmpm (the 

Tm'3 including the Long Mand Sound Coastal Mmg-t Plaa ("LIfm3, w h i l  iii 

M N S E ~  by NYSaOS. Thik entsl defect is fatal to B m d d e r ' s  appli-m. 

in its revised Gosstel Conskmcy Wficatian in CMok 2006, Bmdwata batdly 

wwts that its proposal ia consistent with the LISCMP. H o w ~ m ~  wen a cursary review of thal 

n is unfbundad. In oornmmting upri 

Mew Yo& State Office o f  h e a l  

S&m ("WSOGS")  in the fall of 2006, the Dividon of (30d Rcroil~ees of the m S W S  

notes itg concern that Bmdwatff in inmsistcnt with wetaI policia in the ~m."  These 

rncfude the following: (1) ently anchor an mdushial 

facility in the mddle of Long lslaad Sound will impnir tbe of the So& and its ~oagtal 

c o m ~ t i a ,  in violation of  LBChP Policy # 1; (2) wkethn Bmdwater will Hmit pubic 

" &e lcrvr fiom icfTry Z a p p a  NYSDOS's Supen-sar of Comlsvnry Xcvlcv lu A h  BauOcr, af hYSOGS.5 
Bureau of id M ~ ~ g e m m ,  &led Ikctnbcr 20.2006, a copy of wI11:b tr n t h c h d  h u  M b h b ~ t  "B" 
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accm ta @on@ of the Lang Island Sound that ar held in pubiic EusL in violation of LISCMP 

Policy # P; and 133 w h d e r  Broadwatet w i H  disptace, adversely imp& or interfm with water- 

dependent earnmemial and recrehtional Bshnies, navi@ia& and general 

nda t~on  of LISGW Policy # 10. 

r s~ff01k corn@ cow:un thm ulnrml. B ~ W W  WII nolae ~ n .  poiicim LA1 -43 Please see response to comment LA1 -8 (JW) 
LAI-43 

L well as otherpolicie~ contain& in the WSCMP. As a mulk Bmatlwzlter can never be approved. 

POW # I - Btsadwater Vidrt+s Tbk PoUcy k a a h e . I t W l  Cause Induktdalhtl~~ LA 1-44 We have addressed compliance with coastal zone management policies 
of LDog bland Souad (presented in comments on pages 28 through 32 of Letter LAl) in response 

Po?icy # 1 w k s  to foster cwul devsiopment that &w to comment LA1-8 

prwewe open space and minimh adverse Impact%. Bmadwatet ~uns  taunter ta tach of thest: 

goats. While ~t IS true t h  the Long Island S o d  is d for eamen:ial and r-tiowl 

I ws do mt involve ~a pennmt exclusion of o ~ n  ~ o n g  L~I& sotmi uM t+om vui 

lanes of the Long Island Somd. S m w d i n g  this factory w~uld he a 95C-acre acbsion zsne 

that M other user of the Sound would be aJlowad fo usc or transit through ever, In addition, 

LAI-44 

I floating moving melunm W R E ~  of 1.722 unr would mmund rrh w l y  w w w l  u h h i @  

stretches o f  the Sound u would occur Ef B was built. Broadwstsr pmpoaes to 

pmanartly anchor a floutwig WG facbry smaek in the middle of the m e s i a l  ghippulg 

through Long Island Sound that would be off-limits for other w m  af the Sound. Thew 

exclus~on zanm will be highly disntptive to othcr users of h n g  Island Sound. 

I A I M &  a*n*ve acludon mna md g m t i q  exclusive ur of nn uu. of Lmg 

Ishd  Sound to private m m e m  sate a p d m t  for addihonal o f f ~ x  hduatrial 

developmem of the Sound. Is the! W d  to be h m e  tlrr a &a of0E-shore facbtis Ulat inm& 

4 on other users of Long l~land Sound, and whch intmfm with and pollutt: the sensidve 
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s t?Cosystem of this pmtmd mtqf? Su& indmarmfon  vf Long Island Sound 1s mathema ta 

LISCMZ Policy # 1. 

Brodwaor g iva  short shrift to the eorzern tkat tts pmposal would result in 

induslridlmiim of tht: S~und, claiming Chat thesc. c o n m s  are %'unfbunded.""owcver, 

BmadwHtm's self-wing conclwry opinion is without basis arid I@OM the fact that Wet 

adherence to the principla of LISCMZ Pnltcy # 1 has In fact prevented md&altzat~on of tfie 

Sound. M m v e r ,  Brzrsdwater's contention lhsd i& proposal no d i f f m l  h n  misting 

taminals lmted in h n g  laland Sound, such as the oil d& at No&ville md Northporl, i s  

None of these facilities are in mid-Sod in the middle of alpping lanes, none 

require the vast excluLPjon zones that sre mandated for Bmadwster by the USCG, md mne am 

factones that convat LNO to ils gafeous slate. 

Policy # 9 - Brosdwagr Vbl- tblr Poky  b a a =  It Conflicts Wlt6 The Public 
Truai Dostrime. 

Policy # 9 strim to p r w e  public access to and mpeational usas of Long Island Sound. 

Polley # 9 will be rioiated bythe Broadwm pmj+ct. It will entsll thpennsnwt m e g  of a 

ffi$aaificatiun factory in the middle of Long island %mid, The ImSU snd YMS will be 

smmided by a r)5&acte exclusion zone that will exist for the life of the facility. Its supply 

-ds lvlll lop off w t h m  1,722 Ooetiw a ~ e p  h public use each time onc o i h  vessels 

maits thro& h n g  Island Sound. There are expected to be u p w d  of 312 -sits pa year, 

each taking 12 to 18 horn complete, i.c., enter the Sound, t h u #  Che Sound to the 

FRSU, unlW the LNG and leave the Sound. Such denial of public acmesr and jnterfer-e mth 

the public use of Long Island S& is  wholly inconsistent witb Policy # 9. 
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Polillcy # fO - Broadwagr Vidata Thrj Palicy Bec*o% I t  WUI Katcxfere With 
Reemtlonal and Cornmdul Used of Lung Iolnnd Sound 

Pol~cy # 10 wdcs to protat LMlg Island Sound waterdependent uses. m d w a t e r  

violates Pcl~ey # 10. Long Island Semd is home to 8 millicui people whc~ d d e  by its 

shorcIinm. It is home to o v a  300,000 onal boats and meral thowand 

vessels. Five billion &11m of the te@orr's economy is  Zang Island Sound-bwed. Bro&wara 

w~ll interfere wtth this vital resource. There am thousmds of comemid and mreattonai 

fishing vessels that use the Sound. Thcy will be manenfly excludad h m  vast anas of the 

Sound imiuding m e  afthe mmosr heavily usrl fishing amxi of Lhe Sound, Bmadww wit1 

interfee with cmssSound tntnsportation b iatetfcrences an mt mklory, rather, they will 

bc pervssive and utnatant. Them can be no doubt that badwater  is  wholly hrecnriatertt with 

and violates Pohcy # 10. 

In addition, to the L I S W  Policies identified by the WSMaS, discussed above, 

Bmsdwater violates the following LISCM P o l ~ ~ m .  

Policy P 3 - Brordm&r VMrted Tbls Poliey h n t e  I t  WSII &Irlsunlly lnfruaive. 

Pohcy # 3 Baelas lo protat and improve the visusl qualities mughmt the cosstal area 

Broadwater'& massive metunes will towm over the watw surf=. The large supply tankers will 

also advascly ampact visual vistas. Bmadwaicr's contention thet its l d m  9 mila off-sbore 

somehow amelioms its visual impacts imm thc Luu h e  of its p r o w  s t r u m  and the 

will mt be I i ~ ~ t c d  to Id-basd  vidng. 

Polley d 5 - Rrwdwmter Violrtu Thls Policy &up10 It lnyrdrs Water Qurllty, 

Policy # 5 seeks to pmmt and imprave the w e  quatit). of h g  Island Sound. 

Bmadwum violatea this policy by its mntinuous discharges; of heated water and blocid$- 

c~ntaining water into the estuary. Bmadwarer also wlll discharge a whole hasl of chmicats used 
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a o v a t e  the macfiery on the FSRO, The supply tankers wrll disckge stmilat fxrllmts. 

Thae  activities will imwr,  not impmve, the water qualtty of Long lslsrtd Sound 

Policy i416 - Bnosdwater Violatea Thla Policy Beenose It W4II Impair Long lalaad 
Snuad'a Etarystem, 

Palicy # 6 seek6 ta protect and reston: the hgrk bc~smm located in Lang Island 

Sound, -water thrp;rtens this s o s y p m  by its eoadnwus chemd and chemical cLtachat~  

and by ~ t s  ~ m m t  and floatrng mcluston mnas, which motre cntical fishing habitats fmm 

public use. The ballast wuinments that will drain water from Lang Island Sound will cause 

impin&-t aML dmwdan of marine life. Broarlwater's actions are wholly inwrmstent with 

this Policy. 

Wicy # 7 s&s to enhame the air quality of  tong island Sound 8tcadwat.ter thmtms 

rhe air quality. Massive qumrities of oxone-depleting refrigem w i U  be usxi on the FSRU and 

the supply Cankers. n i g c h s r r ~  of such ~hernieals through q u i p m a t  hlura, negligmce or 

d s l i M k  sc% All edvmely icnpacr h g  Island S m d .  Mmtrw, L4ng Islard Samd is 

located in e rnn-~~mmt zone for wvmI dt&a air pallumts. Bmdwatcrr will me. 6tOm 

and d ~ s h ~ r g t h ~  hazardow matmais into the air, in i n w m o f  the law and this policy. 

Policy # 8 seeks to mimrnize en d a m t i a n  of k n g  I s l d  S o d  h m  d i d  

and wastes. Broadwkr docs no- to foster this policy. Ratha, Bm&acrr will 

de@ the m d m c n t  by its thmnal and chemical d i h -  by its uscr of ballast water and 

by 1% wnstruotion, whmh will dizhrh crilical m d e ~ ~ a t n  areas of the Sound, 
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I Policy 11 13 q u ~ r e s ,  in pertinent par(, thst w m  Failitits, incluhg LNG fdlities 

1 skust be uicly utai and oprucd As d~scussed u length m this d w w m t  and in U. 

L mompan)1rkg a d a v , %  B M r s l a  annat mwt this plicy ag ~ t  safely. 

6, Headoe 
LA 1-45 The Commission will hold a heanng on the Broadwater Project as a part of r Bm.drum nir. riMfim =fay, -Q uul carimental  W W ~ B  .a its decision-makmg process Information on the hearmg will be provided 

LA1 -45 properly evaluated withour an e v i d t n t i q  hearing. A fidi exdn&m of all 1 m m  amst be 1 analyzed in an open and public forum in whch all parties may present real evtdence sub~crt to 

the lime.homred test of emarsexamhtion. The safety, security a d  mvimnmmtd lntegty of 

Lung lsland Sound demand i t ,  

For the -m listed above, SulfoJk Corn& urw FERC, USACE, NYSMlS and all 

atlrer agencies involved in lhia matter to deny Broadwdcr% sspgtlications ~n thetr entirety. The 

salty, wunty and envirammtal health of Long Island Sound an$ the safety, wuriry and 

health or the area's mxllions of msiden& dmand surh a mutt. 

John M, Armentsno, &. 
Atterrrw for the Cartlty of StYgok lYew Yo& 
1320 Rd~Lsaa Nata 
U a i d e ,  New York 1 1556.1320 
(5 16l227-0700. 

to interveners and other interested parties in accordance-with FERC 
requirements. 
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Of camsel: 
G.S Pcter Pe;rga~, Esq. 
27 Pine S W  
Port Washington, Nw York l la50 

To: 
Magdie R, Sakis, Secretary 
Fedeml Eww Regulalary Conunisgion 
888 First S m ,  N E. 
Room 1.4 
Washinmn, D.C. 2M26 

US A m y  Carps of Engine- 
New Yark Dishiel 
Jamb K. Javits Faferal Burlding 
26 Federal Plsea 
New Yo*, New York 1027&0090 
Attention: Regulmry Bmeh  

4 1 S W  Stmet 
Albany, New Yark 12231 

All mum1 on FERC's s m c e  list 
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CERTIFICATE OF SRVICE 

I hereby certify that I hsvc this da) s~zvcd the forcgoing documcnt upon each person 
dcsig~alod on tl~r ofiiclsl ecrvlce list in Uus pruwal~rrg In aceordance with the rrquirmrnts of 
Rulc 2010 of  the Commission's R u l u  of Practrcr and Pmedure. 

Rated .at UnioWe, Wsw York, this 22nd day of Sanuaf)., 2003 3 

F m l l  Fritz, P.C. 
Attorneysfar the 
Cow@ ofSyrralR New YO& 
1320 R@ckson Plaza 
Uniondale, NY 11556-1320 
Td.: @16) 227Wb 
Fm.. (51Q 236-2266 
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STATE (IF NEW Y W  
DEPARTSENT OF STATE 

hi  B A T E  STREET 
ALBANY, NY 12231-0@09 

GEORGE E. PA?W 
& " w a  

CnrrlsrowteR I JhtMW: 
->*PI OI31NE 

December 20'. 2006 
NYS Office ofGerirral Services 
Bumau of  Land Management 
26' 'FIoor, Coming Tower 
Ernpin Stare Plaza 

.. . ~ 

~ & i e r a l ~ n c r g ~  Regulatory Calumission (CP06.54. 
CP06-55) and U S  Army Corps of EngineusRlow 
York Distract (2006-00265), U.S. Coast Guard-Seccc~r 
Long Island. NYS Dtpsrtmcnt of Euviroumental 
C~nscr\~arion. ar,d KYS 0 t i ; c c  of Geocral Serv~ces 
I L W  001038): Lonv Island Sound. Tswns of 
~mithtoun. ~rookb&en. Riverhead and Soutbold. 
Suffolk County, nroedwster Energy. LLC. 8:oaduater 
Pipeline U C  

Dear Mr. Baudcr. 

In response16 your Notice of Availability of Review of  the Broadwater application dated 
December 5,2006, the WS Depmmeat of Stare, Division of Coastal Resources (DOS) submits 
$be fallowing ~0mmcnt0. 

Brwdwrter baigsuhit:ed its certifiesrion lo DOS for eonisrency with the New York 
Slate Co~stal Maaaeetnent Program and the relcvanl policies as dewloped under !be Long Island 
Sound Rcaionsl Coasral Mnoav.ament Yronram fLISCMI'\ DOS co~amrnced iav~ew bf r h ~ s  
arnjwt oc~overnber  17.1006;pon ihe r&eim bfthe  oraft En~-rran~llimtirl ~ r n ~ a c t  Staitment 
'From the Federal Energy Re$uluory Cornm&~m. DOS bas six months to ~ o & ~ l e t e  Ihe rev;ew 
t k m  Le stan date. 

The appltcstion to CIClS involves an casement of public trunt sub~nergcd lands and waren. 
Pollcies 1,9, aud 10 of the LISCMP are rclcvant to OGS in its rcvlew of the proposed easement. 
Tbcse pol~c~es, tbeusubpol~dae, and a summsryof issues are 11s:cd below: 

FoUey 1 : Fosae~ a pattern af devdaprneni f$ L e L o s g  Island Lannd &IS] wmtrE ems tbrt 
ecrhances eaknntaniw ebrmcter, preservm open spsee, ntskes efficlrat ese o f  
Infrssttetwrc, mrkes beaeflrlol use of m carstal timatlon, and otlnlmlrrs adverse effects of 
dtvrfopmtat= 

S u Q N e  I . I : 'Cowm*t  d m b p m w t  u&redewlrtpm~~t in or u&rewt to  rmdilonef 
mmu& 

&pll ddwIopp~c,qf OF mrs fake uppapriu~r ~&owulf;~ ~ f&&  
eomt'al Ioceriort . SnbpcIicy. 1.3: Pro?&& sbble r e s i d d d  prew 

* Subpalisy I,#: M ~ b m i u  ~ d o n b s n w  ~a;xru! qfkar, recrentian, opn.spoce, and 
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- a;grimlhtrot lands 
SlibpoIjey 1 5: O4t~trmae d l ' e r r s  rmpacLffi of n e w s  dekefopnrcnt a d  redct~eiupmnr 

' There IS concern that a semi- ptr.nallen! ~ndusiria: fac:lrty m the m~ddle of the LIS could 
i m p ~ ~ r  thechorac~cr of thcSoonil ilnd o f  I:?, tratl~t~onal cuastnl com7i1n1lics that Po!icy I seeks 

Policy 9: Provide for pobllc accent to, and  rccremtiooal ose of. coastal waterr. public lands, 
and  public resources of the LIS coastal arcs. . 9rhpolict. 9.J: Proniorr appro;lr!rlrc o~rd  odeqr~ute phj.s!cul pnbl;c o s c e ~ t  nnd recr.eut;rin 

rhrorcghotct the c o a r n l  arm. 
Subp~liey 92:  Provicdeprrbfic ir*rsuuf occescfronr pr+61tc toijds to c~asrcfl  tnnds snd 
usatPrs or  opens oce dr 01: rrtps ~vlr~vephysic ollv iortrc.~! - .YubpoNcy 0 3. i r e w r v r  r.Llrprhlir. i ,~rrrrrr  in  onbZ;r o/:ond? and ~ v a t p r ~  ht-hl inp,,Ellr 
I I  u ~ t  by rhr srore. Net!. York Crfb, nru)~o,vrrs in Nor.ru11 nnd S~ifiIh cuunlrr3. 
Subpol~c? 9 4 A s s v r c p r r b l ~ r ~ u ~ c c . ~ ~  ro,~)rrbl~c rrmr lo~tdr  and  narrgdhle U , C I I ~ . I S  

- 
There isconcern that the proposed project wlli l1m11 puhllc access :o a Torinn of thc LIS 

area iuricntly l~eld In prrbllc !rust. Poiicy 9 prov~dw pi~~dancu In cor.$rdunng the cond~llonr for 
mlnlrnuni staudurds o f  publlc access 

Policy 16: Protect the  LIST* water-depeadent user a n d  promote siting of new rater -  
dependent usts ln saitabkc loeatfans. 
* " Strbpolifl;' I0 1.. P~oiecr  ctexisfrng &iwrw&~pendr#tt wes. - S~~bpoltcy IO.2: Promore rrrumrtne censer8 us the most ndiiaMe locrtrionsfi~ n'ukr- 

dene~rdpnr vrec --r- "-- - - S h b p l i ~  10 3- Allow f o r d m e f a p e n l  oftlrrv wnrer-d~yerrdenl uses n1rr5tde of rnan(rme 
--......, 
Subpoirrb 1 O . J -  Improve the rLono.nri v ~ o h i l ~ ~ u  ol ,va / r r~-dupz~~drnl  rrso hy o l l u ~ ~ ~ , r g  for 
nun-uurer-dependent orc,rsso,y und n~rclripl~ u.res, portrc ularly n,urrr nnliunrpd anil 
inu~irime suppNwz s e . ~ i c e s  
S u b p d i v  10 5: Mz~rmtze uch~et.sc i111pc1s ofnew. and ezpmding rrnter-&peit&enf rcr&, 
provide for tketr safe operneen, andmuinrain regionall$ rmparmn! uses. 

* Snbpoili~y 10.6. Pro~,rdesrrff"icre/tt infrnrtruetumjor wotrrdependerii u e s  
S8rbpofte~ ti?. 7. Prornoie e11;eienr harbor operarwn. 

Thert is  concmo thar the proposed preject, tnvolvtng bath weter-dcpendentilnd non- 
water dcpmbt  uses, could poluntrally displace, adversely impasr or inierfere wiih water- 
dependent camcrcial snd recreationsl fisheries, navigat~on. and general recreational uses that 
Policy IOdeeks to suppoff. 

UOS' policy snalys~s in our final dcclslon lcrtcr ail1 contam addirlonal infurma1;on and 
w ~ l l  bcuvoilable to W S  for consultarion on this instter. 

Supervisorof Ganriotency Review 
Division of Coastal Resources 

LC: Willlam Little. NYSUEC 
Pam Ons, NYS OPRHP 
James Manin. FERC V' 
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hilpgrlie R, Was, S a w  
F&ml Energy Replafory GorntniGaa 
888 Flnrt S 9 N . E .  
Room 1 A 
Wmhi-q D.C. ZM26 

Th i s  firm ytnsenlc; rhc County of Suffo~k. New Yo&, ('Suffok County") m in~mener 
party in thc above-referend procosdinaa. Encloccd yo the original and two copics of SuffoIk 

F%RC DEB Noti-, we label& one af thc wpim "Aitdon Gg8 3, PJ-11 .an. 
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L'hlTED STATES O F  AMERICA 
EELlYKAL ENEHGV UGLLATOHY CO.MMISSION 

BROADWATER ENERGY, LLC Docket Noa, CP06-WOOO 
BROADWAT ER PIPELINE. LLC CP06-55-000 
B M m W A m R  PIPELINE LLC CPOS- 

W E D  STATES CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
NEW YORK D l S r n C T '  0 . a,.- 

.QPPLICANT: BROADWATER EYERGY LLC 
PUBLIC NOTICE tiCMBER 2006M)26S-M 

-- d 

DKISION OF COASTAL =SOURCES 3 , 
APPLICATION OF BROADWATER ENERGY L1.C 
A'UD BROADWATER PIPELINE LLC 
NYSDOS PIJBLlC NOTICE F-ZOOM345 

AFFIDAVIT O F  k7TO A. MJNEI Ik  SUPWRT OF THE COChTY OF 
SUFWLK. NEW YORK'S COMhlENTS TO: (1) THE NOVEMBER 2006 
DRAFT ESVLROKMEKTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE 
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY CO.UMISSIOY; (2) THE 
NOVEMBKR 24, 2006 PUBI.IC NOTICE ISSUED BY THE UNlTED 
STATES ARMY CORPS OF E.YGI?IEERS, and (3) Tl lE DECEMBER b 
2006 PUBLIC NOTICE O F  THE NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT O F  
STATE. 

STATE OF NEW YORK 3 
) s s :  

CCWhTY OF S W O L K  ) 

WTO A. MINEI, Wig duty maw depases and says 

I.  I EUY the JBector of the Division of EnhnmenM wity {*DEQ") for k 

SUm,Ik Cawty marltntm of Kd& 5 ~ ~ ~ s  ('ISCDHS'). 1 am hnilisr with the facts and 

of this m w  fbm my hwwldge, finm my employment, 

d u d o &  %am my review of pertinent doeumene and from my discussions with employes of thc 

SGDKS and ather @ v m m M  employees. 
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2. I wlsmit lhis mdaviL rn support f County of Suflolk New 

("DEW3 pmpated by the 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ("ERC"), the Nov&24.2006 Publ'i Notrw issued by 

the United States A m y  Carps of engineers ("USACE") and the December 6,2006 Publ~c Notice of 

the Nwv Yo& St& D e p m m t  of St& YNYSDOS3 all of which mean the propoxd project 

of B h - a O e r  LLG and Bmpdwetm Pipelrffi LLC {mll&ecljvcly "Bwwatef*) in k g  

Island Souud. Suffolk C o u @ w s e 9  the Brcurdwster praject on many ptteunds, =me of which are 

explain& in $rcatcr detail in this aftidavjk. 

3. 1 am a IicensGd pmfedaoasl qinrrm in the State of New Yo& Bnd I have held 

lhat Iiccnsc bince 5974. 1 obtained u B S, D c p  in Civil Engimrirrg from Yillmova Univemity la 

1969, Lob&& an MS. in Civil Emh&q h m  New Yolk Liaiversity in 197.5, 

4. t b e p  waking for SuffoUB County in 1972, specializing in gn,dwater and 

surface warm quality pmtcdxion, polluSm prevcntiodmitiigationmd m ~ m m m t a l  managwnmt. I 

e the IJireclor ofthe DEQ for the SGBHS in k m b  1999. In thst psitian, I ovasee all 

W v e  m m m m t a l  program of SCDKS. DEQ c m t l y  has a staff of 

appmximately 160 professionals and suppit pmionnel. DEQ's 22007 mual operating budget is 

appmxim~tely 515 million. I am g m d y  ible fw all envimenM q&y issues that 

inmlve Puffdk Comity. Attsched aa Exhibit A is a capy of my &culm vitae, which deprrtbes 

in m a  d d 4  my *tim mining and 

5. As natal above, I ~ubmit this Bm;&vit 

li~mfied gas rLhlG'2 prqjaa, in whieb Bm&&er 

f l b g  -be mw-ion unit ("BRIT'), a yoke mwting s m  YYMS") md 22-mile 

undcnvw pipeline in king bland Sound. within the waters under the jwisdiction of Suffolk 
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County. The FSRU and W 4 S  are pmposd by Broadwar lo be lozlued eppmximruely rune miits 

no& of the SuEfalk County shmlino, 

FSRU ia an enormous storage and proce&ng faetfrty 

into which LNG i s  to be supphed by large inmationally-flagged tarkers, B r o w l e r  hm& to 

mlptsify the stored LNG at the FSRU and discharge the gas into a 22-mile ptpeltne far ultimate 

m & o n  to an existing pipeline eperated by mother company. 

7. The SeDHS had sigoj-t coneems about ihe B & w r  p r o m ,  wbch 

were not c t q m l y  m l u d  in the DEIS. In fact, m d  ofour m m s  w m  not evaluated at all 

in the REIS. 

B, At the outset, it must be noted thar Bmdwam" FSRU and YM5 are very 

large flaMing indmm facilirics. FiFothiog sim~ta bas ma becn p m a n e n t k  mhooed in Wig 

Ialand Sound. The FSRU, a l o q  i s  w x i m l y  a q e - m i l e  long, 80 feet in Mght above the 

water and 200 feet in width. The Y M S  i s  pmposd to be 

&w water by about 50 feet, In addiuon, tlK United Swcs Coast Guard ["USCG"'), in its 

September 2M)d Water Sdlabibry Rqr~rc.  requires a pemmt exclusion rans murid ilrese 

s t r u e  which is 950 scm tn size. The WCG dse requires that eaoh supply vwcl  be ssurrded 

by a 1,722 %crc exclmion m e  that rnovcs with the vessel as it msita liam tbe Atlantic 

through Elask Mand Sound and tnto and k u &  the Long island Sound 

9. BmadwBter to g~pply thc FSRU by two or lhree deliveries of LNG 

we&, all of which supply vessels and LNG will be mmiq limn foraim countries. T h e m l y  

vessels would foIIow a route frem Point Judith, Rho& L u  h u &  Tbe Race and ~agrsrn and 

mtrd b w h s  ofthc Lcag Island SMmd, until they aim& to the EiRU for the transfer af the LNG. 

h addition, a sccand route Is dacl posrsible, going Ulraugh Block Island Scund M o n W  

Point, &en The Race, and the -tern md eenaal basrne of che Long Island Sound until the 
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supply vessels attach to the FSRU For u n l o d ~ g  It must be noted ?hat The b e  is a heavily used 

mwonal and ial fishing am. B 1s a g @ a m M d y  wmtnctzd area of the Sound w~th a 

large tidal exchange b u g h  uneven de-pcbs which results in memlly mgb watm snd m c i c  

l%mmtrr. 

10. Suffalk County hss nummwobjdctiom to the emadwater pmposal. From my 

raf the DW, responsible for the arviromenM quality and msnagmenf the 

Bmdwarer propod ppnmts many adverse m G m m m M  etl'mts whch cannot bc mitigated. in 

order to d m m d  Suddk Countyt opposibon to Broadwater, one must fzcagire that Long 

Idand Sound is a maured body of water lying between Conndckut and Long Island, its 

arion has. been and wnt~mes to be tbe @nary focus of the Mend mvcmm& and the 

p v m t s  of the States of NEW Y& and Conn&wk Suffotk a m t y ,  and many other county 

and load munjoipclipd governments. Fhe Long Iaiand Sound IS one of only 2(L feddly-debignated 

Estuaries of Narional S~gniftcmce. 7he speoial rim of tbis great tesrwee wm again e o n b e d  

by the fed& govemmml in 2006, when ir maded the h g  Island St 

again m-lsdgsd that h n g  I s h d  Sound is '"a national .tnssurc of groM 

The 2086 Act atso achowledged that Long 

Maad S o d  wnrributm more than $5 billion muaUy to the mgonslf sonomy. Jsop-ng tlus 

resouroe for pnvate bcoaamic gain wntravmes these natioml, state Bnd local pl ies .  

of thew policies to -re water qdi ty ,  r e m m  and 

pubho arjoymart aad use (ens of millions of dallars of tatpayet funds have been vpmt to enhsace 

the Long Islaad Sound Since 1965, man than $54 nulhonhss been apent on the Long 

IaLnnd Sound SNdy. In addition, since 1001, almost SMI inillton in fedaal funds hauc becn gpm 

by New Yo* and G o d c u t  under the f a d d  Long Island %und Restomion k t .  Momvm, in 

-s of $200 rolllion has been allmated undm the Sure Envirommd b n d  Act to enhanee and 
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p m c  LBag Island Sound for m b g c a l  and wcreatiod mi shipping userq, not for the 

industri&tion of it by M n g  a floating gas f w r y .  

12. H has taken marc thm 20 years and many millions of dollars in faxpayer funds 

to obtain the current level o f  rstoration in the Long bland Sound. The h d ~ n g  mentioned above, 

dong with other monies, was and wntinues to be used IU Improve the emsysten~ of the Long Island r s o m i  and to p n * n  iu surface w e m ,  ~homlirrs and v n w a t a  lands M p~llution ~ o m e  of 
LA1 -46 Please see our response to comment LA 1 - 13 

LA1 -46 I ti& effort i s  riarely evaluated in the DEB, nor arr the public mess oar polpnUally siwificant 

L imp- iha Brasdwna will h n a  a the La. ldmd Somd a o s s m  pm~lywl lu@d.  

13, 1 and my #staff d y z e d  the mvimnmmtal eoncans presented by ihe 

hadwatw pmpod. Tke mncludp: rhe following: 

c The fmiiify will req&e fhe o w e  and use of certain toxic or 

anticipatrxi tha~, at a minimum, Ihe following rcenanos involving the use, sunage and 

pornrid dischare ofrhese toxic and b 

- 
o The m g d c  swm .that ~ m d w a t a  PJOPOM$ to k~ LNG in a LA1 -47 Please see our response to comment LA1-14 

liquefied state during s-e will likely use chlmfluo 

and other ozonedwlezing subetencee as re[Simts. T k  quantity of nliigerants 

contained in the s p b m  m y  be coas iMle .  Puthg aside h z  tuc results 

Uw loss of wlm will have on thc LNG, leaks of the refriger~nt w d d  adversely 

air quality. LA 1-48 Please see our response to comment LA1-15 
- 

o 9116 on-bmd ad-, such as pumps and wmpreasma, require pemlezgn-W 

lulbrimu &r &smry on. The q w d d m  of lubr imu to be ncand and 

LA?-48 used on the FSRU, n v l S  rrnd on-shore fscilities is SigniEicsnt and 

~ u i r e m m t s  under Adele 12 of the Suftbll County Sadmy Code. Ye& BeBEIS I S  

, U s  impacu of the stomge and diachwge of such 
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chemicsls jnto the Long Island Sound and the fact that awh d i m e s  are banned 

under SuCfoU1 Qmty law. 

a Impurities such &4 longer-chained or branehed diphstic c6rnpcwnde 8re expected to 
LA 1 -49 Please see our response to comment LA1- 16 

uhte in mgasifiw equipmmt on the FSRU. These impdues wodd be 

requlred to be purged snd djqased of, possibly into the Long Island Sound. Yet, the 

DElS Eails to acbwledge Ihe &verse unpacta that ttus d i s c h w  would have an tJx 

w m  attd marine Iife that i&&ir h u g  Mandl Sound. 

a Chlor ind  solvents we likely to be u d  for cteaning and & p i n g  of on-boatd LA 1-50 please see our response to comment  LA^-17 

mmknery. The mrage and C-6 of such GUS material3 am e o v d  by 

mkle 12, yef the DEE Qoc?s m% include any evabtion of  these envimm-1 

o Fuel stomgc jmwl likely dim1 fuel) far mall mil@ry engines or o n - b d  cranes, LA 1 -51 please see our response to comment  LA^-1 8 

faMi8s and dnricb are not 8dequsteLy &d in the DEIS. 

o Bilge w & x  that m y  srrurnulate in -e tmk or pipmg may be conminard and LA 1 -52 Please see our response to comment LA1- 19 
would hsvc to be prior to dispoml a l d t r o a r d  The eon 

txalmmt chm'cals are of m m  to SUE@& Cam&, 

o Marine water intake screens for caoling w&m on bath the FSRU and supply vessels 
LA1 -53 Please see our resDonse to comment LA1-20 

m y  use anttfouling ehmticsls to keep intake free a f  aannc p w t k  such as 

mwmls, d p  md a q d c  pian& Rms chnnioats, such as bleatb, muld ihen be 

d e e d  back into h Long Idand Souad, causing *tially siCplificant advem 

hpsct9 on the wlita q d t y  a d  

ef the faeiZity poses unique m*mmM -54 Please see our responses to comments LA1-15, LA1-17, and LA1-18 
LA?-54 m p m i  problems which should ba evalmed. Sarrrjiy -dons, logistical 

challeugea with mess, and other i m h a t e  could make regatmry aversight 
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LA1-54 I i q h & l e ,  sa tkar it fauld be difiirult ar lmpssible M ensure p w  we, stom& 

and disposal of toxic a d  hatatdous materids at the facility. 
- 

* Braadwslet pmpom to discharge mling w m  hi elevated tern hke'r u, LA 1 -55 Please see our response to comment LA1-21 
be as much as four degrees higher than the waters of Long Island Sound, Ovcr the c - a w  of 

mrnty decades, we have I 

than o m  degree can cause: dqietion of oxygen Ievela and map 

h h u g  Idand Sound. A four d e p  hike in om potentially have. significant 

tal impu to h n g  Island Sound &eating finfish, shellfish and 

lobiter rnururoeg This is virmally ignored in the BEIS. 
- 

* D m & n g  an the arrgle of tanker appnach md rmt, the pmpogal would result in the -56 Please see our response to comment LA1-22 

LA? 56 i n w t I o n  of dl h a t  traffic in and Block Island, Montauk Point, Po~nt Judrth, the 

I R w  md all points in Lmg bland Sound weat to W d n g  River up 10 312 dap muli ly 

L baaed on three tanker ttips weekly. 

r r Suhstaatial dimuption or public -Po-m and meid g,oods by the sotmd LA1 -57 Please see our response to comment LA1-23 

Ferry Sance fwm h p l t  to New bn&& arid fgny sewice h M o n W  and Point Judi& 

to Btwk Island will almo@ casainly wmr becguoe of the tanker exclusion zones, The DEIS 

L labels* om m '"nridwha any basis for doing sa. . bg wand so- hludlng pmls W R ~  mring - -1 mutts, LA 1-58 Please see our response to comment LA1-24 

dtsjgnatad as lhmfial Fish Habitass for 13 fish specjes, which enuld be impacted by 

ea t d m  w e r  intake in the FSRU md supply vesscle. 

r The FSRU will take on 5.5 to 82 minillion gallom per day (mgd) of water h Law Island LA 1 -59 Please see our response to c~mment LA1-25 

with bioeide and and&- beck inw the Smnd. Ttie LNG 

supply vegsels wilt each haw a v a g e  water intakes of 22.7 mgd. Th16 impact of moh a large 
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Unofficial EERC-Generated P5F of 20070124-0147 Received by FERC OSEC Gl/23/20QT Ln 5oeketl  CP06-54-00 

L DEB. 

LA1-60 onsl or accidental dischatgc may inlioduce invsive and harmfil ~ i e s  into Long 

L @land Sound or Black Island Somd. 

r The DEIS comeawes its conunentr on discme d i 8 c k c g  and mvimnrnenral cance~ns but LA 1 -6 1 Please see our response to comment LA1 -3 1 
wholly fails to provide my assessment of B m a d w ~ ~ ' s c ~ u l a t i v e  unp~cts on rhe Sound, 

r 14, As m t i o d  above, Article 12 of rhe Suffofrrlk County Sanitary Code has 

1 ~Urjsdictioa over m y  aspi%% cf rhe opmmon of the FSRU and supply vessels, in pamcular with 

LA1 -62 

corn* any provisions ofthis Code and is, thus, an in~mplele end inadeqhc msessment ofthe 

en*mnenral impam of the propoaed acaon. 

15. Anofher imwm @~EcL of this pmpcsal is the sa&y and eurity bmpaets 

er pas= lo Long bland Sound."f appmvd B d w a  will 

of h g  Islmd S o d  smmding the FSRU and bur Ule public from eva wing the ma The 

USCG raquims this emlaion zone to be enford by meCL boats and ~ m e l .  Further, the LA1 -63 Please see our response to comment LA1-28 
USCG r e q m  Ulat the LNG u r n  used lo supply the FSRU have mom security exclusion 

z c m  around rhem 91 dl rimfa of 1,722 acm, dm d d  with & u n W  and pereonnel. r ~ y ~ ~ h r n ~ d a p i ~ n d  of the maving exctusicn ma, which dmooseatas 

I that the kpcts ttij. moviog exc1miw lone will have on otba users is based upn Wer spmh of 

LA?-63 

.& tm lnaa The DUS feils to ~ u a t e l y  and &izli(Yi&ly this. As the Race as a g p r o x i d y  

significanr djwg,t im to other usas of the Long Island Sound. Thjs 

p b d d  w-wion 1s M& as Exhibit S. h must br: noted Brn&aw and Ihe DEE ass- 

' Thu u drnursd m p t m  d c t d  mtbc olhm hunrors rubmmtd h m w i r t  by S d o l  CMLIIW. ~ r r . d m g  the 
affidavit o f C n m w u n r  Jo lwpO W i l l u w  w d  & Camnrcs of SuRoik Cvunty 

8 

Local Agencies and Municipalities Comments 



LA1 - Farrell Fritz, P.C. 

' 3 wtid mllm m m ,  and each taaLm quires  a three- rmte long public excluston zone, sigaifieant 

was in and Immdatcly around the Race w d d  to be c l d  of all other boat mlli for a 

sigmfimt period of time, on the order of h o w  per day, as mte~ itlXL exit lfie area for up to 

313 dapper year. FERC's cateulatlen thnt only 60 hours per year are needed by the supply v m t s  

to m i t  The k based upon a 15 rninufc m i t  time demo a tal 

f the time slld naviga(ion quiremmlts for private and wmereial craft to 

ta u t i l k  this water bodyy h g - t m  displacemm of commmcial and 

d o n s 1  fisherman &om all p m r s  on the tanker aansits, and espceislly Tht: Race as one of the 

most W ~ v e  swiped bass Ishde in the no&=, will he wmwlace if Bmsdwetw i s  buah. - 
16. In conclusion, Brosdwster uilll e m  an area of the h g  Island Saund that i s  

a priva(s lsgeon for a profit-m&ng private m a n y  ~ i & t  in the h w t  ef the l ipping lanes, 

boating and rematid m, ftshing and lobsexing and other maritime businetm, The impact 

en! ofthjr project is flawad and incomplete m d  dam not suppan approval of the projee~ 

WNEREFOIZE, for fRB f e e ~ ~ m  Wed sbove, I respactwly request that Ute Bmsdwaittr 

w 
*rnM PUBLIC 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY LEGfSLATURE 

COU W l ' Y  OF 51IFN)LK 

JOHN M. KENNEW, JR. COMMJTTEES: 
Legislator, 12* District 

CONSWVlRR PROTECTION 
ENVIRONMEMT, PLANNING& 
BGElCULTURE 
HEIiLTH & HUMAN 5EWlCES 
LABOR, WORKMRCE & WfORllAsLE 
HOUSING 

l fagal~r  R Saks. Sec~etam 
1 cdcral Lncrgv Kep:.itoq Co-~ssion 
888 k a d  Slrcst NL. IEoont 1 4  
\i ,iihlilgion, DL' 204X 

L h i  lclidr IS subn~~ttdd tkr arnplrl? aild Jurthdt. request rericu, ol t:ie r s ~ ~ n : ~ ? ~ e ~ l  
apphmtloni I3 FERC R E L I ~ ? ~ ~  of lhc Rmriif~ldt~r ilpplkdtir~~ ntakih 1n1111rna1 ri'rcrcn~c 10 I ~ U  

canstlwtlun of an a~&ztsmion o f  the horluu~s plpdme hose as the '%iookhatzai L ; l t w d .  Thsre ~ 2 -  1 The Brookhaven Lateral IS addressed m Sectlon 4.3.1.1 of the final EIS 
1% rri, +ii\~ronrnen~tli ei.du;lt,ixr no nerds hard av.ecunen+ no ~ ~ \ L U ~ ~ I C ~ I I  ot',riten~nttrec. I ~ T  of Sectlon 4 3 1 1 of the fmal EIS has been u~dated to ~rovlde the most recent L no lurt~ou 

K c \ r e ~  01 UIC Cali. of I~sdeml Ki.gul,~~~onr prowdrfs ~ L I ~ ~ W I I C ~ ^  when ~ o ~ ~ ~ i d c r x ~ i g  [hi: 
scope or  rnati~ri tlt& iitl c i ~ \ ~ r o m m ~ d l  L I ~ X L L  \tati-ninl mud takc into aiwunl 40 CkK C1-I \ . 
$150825 lbls bcction 01 Ihr iodc uuilmc~ t h ~  rcspu11~1hdit\ aP so nigGne3 lo rc\tci.\ 
s~mullanrousl\ ucdurnng a~t~itn\.  cpeoficdly thdt '(111) are tntrrdcpr~~dent part% of a Idrger 
action acid depend on the larger actloit fbr rlrecr laaifica~inlon 40 CFR $1508-2511)1~11) Th~s  
S ~ ~ ~ I O I I  ot tlie Cndz alw darcr~hes C'urnulatibe tctions as =ell ns S~mrlm \ct,droni 

available information on the potential Brookhaven Lateral Pipeline Project. 
Iroquois has formally withdrawn its proposal for the Brookhaven Lateral, 
and so it is no longer considered in regard to cumulative impacts or 
alternatives in the final EIS. 

gl50X 25 (2) 6i i3L 
Rwrm~. of t l~c appl~catlotl vu tllo part of hoq~to~s  ~lldrca* tho p m . ~  p\npv.;c of llx 

p r q d  1s rile fin11 i d t \ ~ ~ e  t'uel~ng ot'Ule propo\ed Carlhtirvi powdr plant. x ~ l h  50 m1l11on ~ u h r i  
tcd  nf g& per da: (SF<;T)) Ho~~ever .  thi: ultimare 1-dp3eitl of the p~pelriie rrt 250 ~niil~on CFCiD 
'fir appl~canl Ir.rcl~lilrv, 1% a eo~'ison~om, ofultrch 44 5% imnercIi!p 49 held hq Trdnsianadd v*hn 
I+ alqo a p~ la~c~pnl 111 the BI o a d ~  atzt applicatio~r 
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SUFFOLK COUNTf LEGISLATURE 

In ordes fol the apphcm;t BioiLdwater to fuKill its cluxunmlcut t o  furnish 15""o2ODo of tl~,: 
uiw hiltion C1 OD to SsEolk Coui~ii. tlw Urt~oU~arc~~ L~Lsrt11 tnlisi bi: constriictzd Eari'J on tlut 
intsgr~~iun of dx p ro~c~ t i .  mtld thc ~1guJ7iilllt pr~scnic IT Trdr~\c.anadd $14 '1 pnns~pd  am holh 

LA2-2 / prq&s. tt n ~m.mbent on FERC m i o ~ ~ s ~ d e r  time pxojrtu as connected Tlic mlonal>le ~ 2 - 2  Please see our response to comment LA2-1 
language as nppl~ed bv the Coun ic elat it there is a clear riexu? het%%ee~~ ttit achons c i r h  that the 

I actlulls lusttiy and depetid on each othzi. tile? are cimi~&ed Sale the Ysd, \ Block 840 F 2d 
L 

,I\ LLIL LiS Tor l%ic)dd%dli~ m&d% ririruncc ro tho Ijroukha~rn Latct~l, and b% ru~d 
Ihrough rts oun 200.5 h u a f  Kdpon. l 'rmionada Corpcration makcs r&roncc lo bothlropms [ aid  Rrodv~aizr as ctmnipcmentc 01 r r i  inteYa<ed ndural gw d r h h e n ~  'i>,itm, ~t 1.i: inipera11~ ili&i 
FFRC proprrlp c ~ p m d  the Rroadwater FFlS to avaluatc t l ~ c  crn~rot~nretb,rl trnpact., o t  the M2-3 Please see our response to comment LA2-1 
Hroclhhazen i;tletiil consiniilion 

Pleahe ndd ihe\e comment5 lo the ofiic~al i e w d s  of hot11 t he  I k d w c t e r  anii hotprols 
L37oold1&ven h w r ~ l  a ~ q l i c x t ~ o n ~  iefaenced sbo.ie Your asasranoe urltli t h ~  recpcst is 
;cypreclattzd 

LEOISLATJREBLILDINO VETERAhS MEYORI~LHIOHV~(AV HWDPWGE HEWYORK 11787 1519)ed-4'00 FHX %5?-6488 
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