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SA7-1 The three options listed by the Task Force do not accurately reflect the full 

range of FERC’s options for completing our environmental review process.  
As a part of that review process for a major project, a federal agency issues 
a draft EIS for public comment and then considers the written and verbal 
comments received regarding the draft EIS.  At that point, the agency may 
request additional information from the applicant to be able to respond to 
public comments.  The next step is to prepare a final EIS, which includes 
responses to the comments received and the appropriate revisions to the 
EIS; the revisions may be in response to comments or to provide updated or 
additional information received after the draft EIS was issued.  The final 
EIS is then distributed to the public and forwarded to FERC’s 
Commissioners.  The final EIS and the entire record for the Project are used 
by the Commissioners to determine whether or not to authorize the Project 
with or without the recommendations provided by FERC staff in the final 
EIS.   
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SA7-2 Consistent with current law, generating facilities in Connecticut can 

choose, as bounded by their obligation to meet electric generation 
requirements, to sell their gas reserves or to burn their gas to generate 
electricity.  This arbitrage tends to make the price of power derived from 
natural gas converge with the price of power derived from electrical 
generation.  The merits of this policy or potential policy alterations are 
beyond the scope of our environmental review of the Broadwater Project 
and the final EIS. 
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SA7-3 Please see our response to comment SA7-2
 
 
 
 
SA7-4 Section 4.3.2 of the final EIS has been revised to reflect the recent increase 

in sendout capacity and subscribed gas for the Maritimes & Northeast 
pipeline from the Canaport LNG Terminal.  As stated in that section, 
however, transport of natural gas from the Canaport terminal to the target 
market would require a substantial amount of new pipeline construction, 
including modifications to the IGTS pipeline across the Sound.  Therefore, 
the environmental impacts of transporting natural gas from the Canaport 
terminal to the target market are in fact greater than those of the proposed 
Broadwater Project. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-5 Please see our response to comment SA7-4.  The Maritimes expansion will 

allow for the transmission of 0.4 bcf of natural gas over and above existing 
transmission capacity.  If some portion of that gas is not consumed in 
Canada or New England, it could enter the U.S. pipeline grid and offset 
demand in other U.S. markets.  Indeed, the Tennessee pipeline has 
announced plans to upgrade their systems to accommodate up to 0.2 bcf 
from Maritimes.  However, because the New York City and Long Island 
markets are currently limited by transmission and storage capacity, that gas 
could not be used to offset demand in New York City and Long Island 
without transmission upgrades.  As described in the final EIS, the 
environmental impacts of the required transmission upgrades are greater 
than those associated with the proposed Broadwater Project. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-96



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
SA7-6 Please see our response to comment SA7-4.
 
 
SA7-7 Both the Neptune and Northeast Gateway Projects were addressed in 

Section 4.3.2 of the draft EIS.  At the time the draft EIS was issued, both 
projects were being reviewed by the Coast Guard, the State of 
Massachusetts, and other regulatory review agencies.  Both projects have 
since been approved.  Section 4.3.2 of the final EIS has been revised 
accordingly.     

If a substantial volume of new natural gas is made available through these 
projects, and if the demand for natural gas in the New England Market does 
not increase in response, the supply of natural gas in the Connecticut 
market could be increased through displacement.  Regardless of the volume 
of gas displaced, however, transport of that volume of gas from 
Connecticut to the New York City and Long Island markets would require 
modifications to the IGTS pipeline system (construction of a pipeline loop 
across the Sound and/or additional onshore or offshore compression) to 
accommodate the increased volume.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-8 Section 4.4.1 of the final EIS considers LNG terminal type and siting 

alternatives, including the use of a “Neptune-type” SRV located in the 
Atlantic Ocean offshore of Long Island.  We concluded that an SRV-based 
alternative would be unable to provide storage and would result in greater 
environmental impacts than those associated with the proposed Project (see 
Table 4.4-1).   

 
 
 
 
 
SA7-9 Section 4.3.2 of the final EIS provides the complete analysis of the 

potential scope and effect of the Canaport, Neptune, and Northeast 
Gateway Projects.  
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SA7-10 Additional information is provided throughout the final EIS on the specific 

proposal by Broadwater, as well as additional information from the 
scientific community to describe potential impacts and appropriate 
mitigation. 
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SA7-11 The modeling approach used by FERC and the Coast Guard employed 

during Project review included the best available methods and in areas of 
uncertainty, used conservative assumptions.  Our safety assessments also 
include the fact that Broadwater’s selection of an offshore location, 9 miles 
from the Long Island shoreline and 11 miles from the Connecticut 
shoreline, provides a large safety buffer in excess of any inherent 
uncertainty in modeling potential LNG spills.   

The safety assessment reported in the Coast Guard’s WSR (Appendix C of 
the final EIS) included modeling in accordance with the ABS study; 
however, that work was accomplished as a check against the modeling 
results obtained by Det Norske Veritas with a proprietary safety assessment 
model and to ensure conservative results.   

Also, the GAO Report (GAO 2007) presented a survey of experts who 
work in areas related to LNG risk, hazards, and consequence modeling.  
The report determined that the primary hazard to the public would be heat 
from a fire.  A total of 11 of 15 experts were of the opinion that current 
methods for estimating LNG fire heat hazard distances are “about right” or 
too conservative.  And, regarding the worst-case with cascading tank 
scenarios, 12 of 16 experts agreed that the fire or heat hazard distance 
would not increase by more than 20 to 30 percent over the base case of a 
single-tank failure.  
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SA7-12 Risks posed by the FSRU and the associated LNG carriers were assessed, 

including the risk of a terrorist attack.  The analysis conducted was a 
Project-specific safety assessment.  The Coast Guard reported in its WSR 
(Appendix C of the final EIS) that, with specific mitigation measures in 
place, the risks of operation of the FSRU and the associated carrier could 
be managed.  In addition, as noted in the EIS, FERC and the Coast Guard 
did address issues associated with a worst-case spill of LNG (see 
Section 3.10.3.2 of the EIS regarding the FSRU, Section 3.10.4.3 of the 
EIS regarding LNG carriers, and Section 1.4.3 of the WSR).   

The modeling approach used by FERC and the Coast Guard during Project 
review included the best available methods and in areas of uncertainty, 
used conservative assumptions   
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SA7-13 The final EIS addresses the issues raised by the Task Force, either in the 

main body of the EIS or in this Response to Comments appendix.  
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SA7-14 Please see our response to comment SA7-11.  In addition, as noted in the 

final EIS, FERC and the Coast Guard did address issues associated with a 
worst-case spill of LNG (see Section 3.10.3.2 of the final EIS regarding the 
FSRU, Section 3.10.4.3 of the final EIS regarding LNG carriers, and 
Section 1.4.3 of the WSR [Appendix C of the final EIS]). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-15 Please see our response to comment SA7-11.
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SA7-16 The proposed safety and security zone calculations used by the Coast 

Guard represent consensus best approaches and assumptions that in the 
case of uncertainty err on the conservative (that is, the most protective) 
side.  In addition to the calculations for hazard zone determination 
measures have been recommended to mitigate potential public safety.  
Section 4.3.4 of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) discusses off-
course LNG carriers.  Section 3.10.4.4 of the final EIS has been revised to 
address the potential hazards associated with an incident that results in an 
LNG carrier grounding.  In addition, as described in Section 3.10.6 of the 
final EIS and Section 6.2 of the WSR, prior to construction of the FSRU, 
Broadwater would work with the appropriate federal, state and local 
agencies to develop an Emergency Response Plan and security plan, a 
Facility Response Plan, and a Facility Security Plan.  If the plans are not 
acceptable, FERC would not authorize operation of the Project. 
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SA7-17 The Coast Guard has developed what it believes will be the final shape and 

size of the proposed safety and security zones.  Final establishment of the 
zones would be completed using the Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
process which is subject to public review and comment. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-18 The WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), the EIS, and the filings submitted 

by Broadwater contain requirements for compliance with the state-of-the-
art design and technology standards that would be used for the LNG 
carriers and FSRU.  This would include submittal of final design details, 
development of an Emergency Response Plan and security plans, a Facility 
Response Plan, and a Facility Security Plan; these plans must ensure 
adequate protection of public safety.  If the plans are not acceptable, FERC 
would not authorize operation of the Project.     
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SA7-19 The WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) includes a Security Assessment 

and requirements for Broadwater to develop a Facility Security Plan at least 
6 months before operation begins in accordance with federal requirements 
in 33 CFR Part 105 (Section 5.5.4 of the WSR).  This plan would also 
include procedures related to use of any armed security force capable of 
conducting patrols on water.  The Security Assessment and the Facility 
Security Plan would be available to those with a need to know and the 
proper authorization for reviewing Sensitive Security Information. 
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SA7-20 Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS and Section 6.2 of the WSR (Appendix C of 

the final EIS) address participation of state and local agencies in 
Emergency Response Plan preparation, and Section 6.2.3.1 of the WSR 
addresses marine fire fighting.  The Emergency Response Plan would need 
to be reviewed and approved by FERC before Broadwater would be 
authorized to initiate construction.  Therefore, development of an 
Emergency Response Plan for the Project is not required at this time.  
Further, there is no guarantee that key local personnel would be willing to 
dedicate time and resources to the development of the Emergency 
Response Plan in advance of the completion of the regulatory review 
process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-21 FERC would require that safety and security plans for the Project be 

achievable.  In fact, neither FERC nor the Coast Guard would allow 
operation of the Project until the appropriate safety and security measures 
are in place.  If the Project receives initial authorization to proceed, 
Broadwater would work with federal, state, and local agencies to develop a 
Facility Security Plan (as outlined in 33 CFR 101-105) and a Facility 
Response Plan (as outlined in 33 CFR 154).  Further, FERC would need to 
approve the Emergency Response Plan developed by Broadwater as 
described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS.  Operation of the facility would 
not be authorized until these plans were completed and approved.   
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SA7-22 Prior to the pre-filing process, FERC also recognized that the FSRU did not 

fit into the “typical LNG siting” category and subsequently engaged the 
expertise of the Coast Guard Marine Safety Center and Sector Long Island 
Sound to assist us in reviewing the design of the Broadwater FSRU.  FERC 
has also employed a recommendation by the Coast Guard to use the 
certifying entity framework outlined in NVIC 03-05 for review of the 
Broadwater FSRU.  The American Bureau of Shipping, one of the most 
world-wide acknowledged classification societies, has been accepted to act 
as a certifying entity to assist the FERC in the review of the Broadwater 
FSRU.  FERC has not used its typical review process for the Broadwater 
proposal, but has developed an FSRU-specific review process that includes 
working jointly with other agencies, classification societies, and other 
experts to ensure a complete and thorough review.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-23 Please see our response to comment SA7-21.
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SA7-24 When implemented, the recommendations presented in the WSR and EIS 

would ensure that adequate public safety precautions would be in place.  
The information used to prepare the EIS was sufficient to assess the 
environmental impacts of the Project in accordance with NEPA 
requirements, and we do not believe that additional design details are 
needed for the environmental review.   

If Broadwater receives initial authorization from FERC, it would be 
required to provide additional detailed design information, an Emergency 
Response Plan, and other safety and security information.  After the 
information is filed with FERC, there would be several review and 
approval points after the initial authorization, including reviews by the 
Coast Guard.  If the information provided by Broadwater is not sufficient 
or if FERC or the Coast Guard is concerned about safety or security, or 
emergency response planning, the required additional authorizations to 
proceed would not be issued.  If the plans are not acceptable, FERC would 
not authorize operation of the Project.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-25 As described throughout Section 3.10 of the final EIS and Appendix C (the 

Coast Guard’s WSR), safety and security are of paramount concern to both 
FERC and the Coast Guard.  The evaluation contained therein is based on 
the best information available to protect people and the environment. 
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SA7-26 The scope of the EIS was developed based on input from federal and state 

agencies, non-governmental organizations, and the public.  During 
preparation of the EIS, FERC conducted dozens of meetings and 
conference calls with local representatives from over a dozen federal and 
state resource agencies.  The authors of the EIS are well versed in the 
requirements of NEPA and impact analysis associated with pipelines that 
have held up to agency and legal scrutiny.  In addition to agency experts, 
the EIS team was complemented by local experts, including Dr. Richard 
Cooper of the University of Connecticut.  Preliminary versions of the draft 
and final EISs were provided to representatives of the Coast Guard, EPA, 
COE, NMFS, and NYSDOS for review and comment.  In addition to these 
agencies, we received technical comments on the draft EIS from other 
federal and state resource agencies, experts from academia, non-
governmental organizations, the private sector, and the public.  All of these 
comments were considered in preparation of the final EIS.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-112



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-113



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-114



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-27 Please see our response to comment SA7-26.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-28 We recognize that Dr. Ralph Lewis, Dr. Roman Zajak, and Dr. Peter Auster 

provided comments to the Connecticut LNG Task Force on December 7, 
2006, shortly after the draft EIS was publicly released.  FERC 
representatives met with these experts on January 16, 2007, to discuss their 
specific concerns, especially as they related to potential impacts of the 
proposed Broadwater Project after the local experts had additional time to 
review the draft EIS.  We have provided specific responses to the experts’ 
technical concerns identified in our meeting with these experts on January 
16, 2007.  The experts’ comments and our responses are provided in Table 
2.2-5 (Appendix N in this final EIS).  In addition, their comments have 
been addressed in the final EIS.    
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SA7-29 The Broadwater EIS has been prepared in accordance with NEPA 

requirements.  The purpose of a draft EIS is to inform the public about the 
proposed project, and to obtain technical comments on potential impacts 
and appropriate mitigation to avoid and minimize environmental impacts.  
We believe that the wealth of comments that have been received on the 
draft EIS will serve to enhance the accuracy of the final EIS – which is the 
explicit intent of the NEPA process. 
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SA7-30 This comment does not seem to represent the statements made by the 

experts to the LNG Task Force or the contents of the EIS.  The large 
majority of the expert’s comments are focused on the environmental setting 
of Long Island Sound.  Very few of their comments are associated with the 
magnitude or extent of the potential impacts of the proposed Project, 
especially at a Sound-wide level.  The EIS explicitly states in dozens of 
places that the proposed Project would result in impacts (albeit minor 
impacts) to air emissions, water resources, and biological resources.  
Therefore, not only do the experts not conclude that there would be 
widespread harm or impact to the environment, but the EIS also clearly 
describes and quantifies the anticipated level of impact.  It also should be 
recognized that Project construction and operations would be conducted in 
accordance with federal and state regulations and permits that have been 
developed to protect the environment.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-31 The final EIS was prepared in compliance with NEPA guidelines, CEQ 

regulations for implementing NEPA, and FERC’s regulations for 
implementing NEPA.  As identified in the commentor’s preceding 
paragraph, the purpose of our environmental review was not to determine 
that there were no impacts of the proposed Project but to accurately and 
fairly identify what the environmental impacts would be.  Throughout the 
final EIS, we have defined a wide variety of environmental impacts of the 
proposed Project and identified measures to minimize those potential 
impacts.  Consequently, we believe that the final EIS satisfies the purpose 
and intent of the environmental review process.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-32 Please see our response to comment SA7-31.
 
 
SA7-33 As described in detail throughout Section 2.0 of the final EIS, the FSRU 

design specifications are adequate to assess potential environmental 
impacts of the proposed Project, including those aspects specifically related 
to environmental impacts such as physical size and function, berthing and 
unloading facilities, LNG storage and containment, vaporization facilities, 
ballast water systems, power generation, sanitary systems, and stormwater 
handling. 
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SA7-34 Please see our response to comment SA7-24.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-35 As discussed in our responses to comments FA1-2 and FA1-6, Sections 

3.3.5 and 3.4.1.4 of the final EIS have been updated to address potential 
lighting and strike hazards to migratory birds, including federally listed 
species.  In June 2007, FWS concurred with FERC’s determination that 
collisions with the proposed FSRU would not be likely to adversely affect 
federally listed species (such as the migrating piping plover). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-121



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies Comments 
 N-122



SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-36 As described throughout the final EIS, the potential impacts associated with 

onshore facilities would be minimal whether located at existing industrial 
facilities in Greenport or Port Jefferson.  As is standard for energy projects 
of this nature, specific details of the emergency response services are 
developed and finalized in concert with federal, state, and local agencies 
after completion of the environmental review but prior to implementation 
of the proposed Project. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-37 Broadwater has identified the proposed sites of the onshore support 

facilities based on normal operations.  If the Project is authorized by FERC, 
Broadwater would coordinate development of an Emergency Response 
Plan (as described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS) that would need to be 
approved by FERC prior to initiation of construction.  Broadwater would 
work with appropriate federal, state and local agencies to determine the 
best locations for any response facilities, subject to FERC review and 
approval. 

In addition, the tug response time from home port to the Race is not the 
primary consideration in response planning.  Regardless of where escort 
tugs are based, they would leave port to meet incoming LNG carriers 
before the LNG carriers enter the Race (at the pilot station), and tugs would 
accompany LNG carriers from that point until the outgoing LNG carrier 
has been escorted back to the pilot station. 
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SA7-38 The onshore facilities to support construction and standard operations of 

the proposed Broadwater LNG Project would be located either in Greenport 
or Port Jefferson.  The location(s) of emergency support services would be 
determined by federal, state, and local emergency response agencies prior 
to implementation of the proposed Project and would be based on access, 
proximity, capabilities, and capacity to support emergency functions.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-39 The location of these facilities would be addressed during development of 

the safety and security enforcement plan, and is beyond the scope of this 
EIS.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-40 The total number of tugs required for the Project would be based on 

Project-specific tug requirements and assignments.  Tug requirements, such 
as horsepower and fire fighting capability, would be based on specific 
criteria, such as calculated loads under various environmental and vessel 
load conditions.  If FERC authorizes the Project, Broadwater would be 
required to conduct the analyses of tug requirements listed in Section 8.4.1 
of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) before obtaining the required 
additional authorizations from FERC.  The final determination of the 
appropriate number of tugs for the Project would be based on that 
assessment and the Coast Guard’s review of the assessment. 
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SA7-41 Please see our response to comment SA7-40.  If the number of tugs 

required exceeds the currently anticipated total and additional berthing 
room is needed to accommodate the additional tugs, Broadwater would be 
required to provide information on any additional facilities and to obtain 
the necessary environmental permits for the facilities. 
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SA7-42 As stated in Section 5.2.2.2 of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), “46 

U.S.C. § 70119 provides for state and local law enforcement agencies to 
enforce safety and security zones established by the Coast Guard.”  The 
Coast Guard is currently working with the states of New York and 
Connecticut to establish Memoranda of Agreement for this purpose. 

Neither FERC nor the Coast Guard would allow operation of the Project 
until the appropriate safety and security measures are in place.  If the 
Project receives initial authorization to proceed, Broadwater would work 
with federal, state, and local agencies to develop a Facility Security Plan 
(as outlined in 33 CFR 101-105) and a Facility Response Plan (as outlined 
in 33 CFR 154).  Further, FERC would need to approve the Emergency 
Response Plan developed by Broadwater as described in Section 3.10.6 of 
the final EIS.  Operation of the facility would not be authorized until these 
plans were completed and approved. 
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SA7-43 As noted above, neither FERC nor the Coast Guard would allow operation 

of the Project until the appropriate safety and security measures are in 
place.  If the Project receives initial authorization to proceed, Broadwater 
would work with federal, state, and local agencies to develop a Facility 
Security Plan (as outlined in 33 CFR 101-105) and a Facility Response 
Plan as outlined in 33 CFR 154.  Further FERC would need to approve the 
Emergency Response Plan developed by Broadwater as described in 
Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS.  Operation of the facility would not be 
authorized until these plans were completed and approved. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-44 As described in Section 8.4 of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS), if 

FERC provides Broadwater with initial authorization for the Project, the 
Coast Guard would prepare a proposal to obtain additional personnel and 
equipment to implement its safety and security recommendations.  If the 
needed resources are not available and properly funded, however, FERC 
and the Coast Guard would not allow the Project to go into operation. 
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SA7-45 As stated in both the WSR (Section 8.4.2; Appendix C of the final EIS) and 

the EIS (Section 3.5.2.2), if the Project is authorized by FERC, the Coast 
Guard would coordinate with the Transportation Safety Administration 
(TSA) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to determine what, 
if any, flight restrictions should be put in place for the FSRU or the LNG 
carriers.  If the TSA and FAA determine that flight restrictions are 
appropriate, FERC would require that they be in place before operation of 
the Project is authorized.
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Please see our response to comment SA7-45.SA7-46 
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SA7-47 Broadwater would be required to develop an Emergency Response Plan as 

described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS.  The Emergency Response 
Plan would be discussed in an open process, to the extent that discussions 
of Sensitive Security Information allows, in New York, Connecticut, and 
Rhode Island.  If the plan is not sufficient or if either FERC or the Coast 
Guard has additional concerns about safety or security, Broadwater would 
not be authorized to initiate construction. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-48 Please see our response to comment SA7-47.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-49 The EIS incorporates the Coast Guard’s WSR (Appendix C of the final 

EIS).  The WSR identifies Connecticut as a state that should be included in 
the Emergency Response Plan development process, as described in 
Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS.   
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SA7-50 As described in Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS, Broadwater must prepare 

an Emergency Response Plan that includes a Cost-Sharing Plan.  If funding 
agreements cannot be developed to the satisfaction of the participating 
agencies and Broadwater, FERC would not approve the plan and would not 
authorize Project construction.   
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SA7-51 Please see our response to comment SA7-50.  Section 3.6.6.2 of the final 

EIS presents an assessment of the expected changes in local government 
revenue associated with construction and operation of the Project. 

 
 
 
 
SA7-52 If the Project receives initial authorization to proceed, Broadwater would 

work with federal, state, and local agencies to develop a Facility Security 
Plan (as outlined in 33 CFR 101-105) and a Facility Response Plan (as 
outlined in 33 CFR 154).  Further, FERC would need to approve the 
Emergency Response Plan developed by Broadwater as described in 
Section 3.10.6 of the final EIS.  Operation of the facility would not be 
authorized until these plans were completed and approved.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
SA7-53 The Coast Guard is developing Memoranda of Understanding between the 

Coast Guard and the states of Connecticut and New York.  These 
agreements would cover both jurisdictional concerns and use of force.  
Further, the Coast Guard has developed what it believes would be the final 
shape and size of the proposed safety and security zones.  Final 
establishment of the zones would be completed using the Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making process, which is subject to public review and 
comment. 
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SA7-54 Section 5.2.2.2 of the WSR (Appendix C of the final EIS) states that private 

security may be used on water patrols to prevent unauthorized access to the 
FSRU.  However, enforcement of the safety and security zone is a law 
enforcement function that is the responsibility of the Coast Guard and 
cannot be delegated to a private entity.  Although private security may use 
on-water patrols to prevent access to the FSRU, those patrols would have 
no authority to enforce the safety and security zone. 
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SA7 - Long Island Sound LNG Task Force 

State Agencies Comments 
 

Please see our responses to the comments provided throughout this letter.

Please see our responses to the comments provided throughout this letter.

Please see our responses to comments SA7-53 and SA7-54
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SA8 - State of Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for this information.  We have revised Section 3.5.7.1 
accordingly. 

SA8-1 
 
 
 
 
 Note:  We also received a letter from Commissioner McCarthy on April 

24, 2007.  Chairman Kelliher provided a response to this letter dated May 
30, 2007. 
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