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VERBAL C

MMENTS

MS. FOX: Hi, there. My name is Nancy
Fox-Hernandez, and I am an environmental preoject manager
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, or FERC. I
have con the line with me my coworker, Kelley Munoz, and a
court reporter. Our job is to conduct an environmental
review of the Commonwealth LNG Project, and part of that
process is gathering information from the public

We issued our Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Commonwealth LNG Project on March 31st,
2022. We are here to listen to your comment on the Draft
Envirconmental Impact Statement and record that comment in
the FERC record for this project. Comments will be
addressed in the Final Environmental Impact Statement that
will be lssued on September 9th, 2022.

In a moment I'm going to ask you to say and spell
your name for the court reporter, and then provide your
comments. The court reporter will start transcribing your
comment for the official record once you say and spell your
name; and we will provide a warning one you have 30 seconds
left for your comment, Depending on the number of people
waiting, we may ask you to limit your comments to five or
ten minutes. If you do not get to provide all of your

comments within the time limit, you can file additiocnal

written comments using the directions provided in the Not

153
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of Availability.

When you are finished, the court reporter will
stop recording your comment. Are you ready to begin that
process?

MR. TRITICO: Yes.

MS. FOX: Okay, great. Please and spell
your name for the court reporter, and then you may hegin
your comment.

MR. TRITICO: My name is Michael Tritico,
M-i-c-h-a-e-1 T-r-i-t-i-c-o. I represent the environmental
group, Restore, R-e-s-t-o-r-e, which stands for RESTORE --
Restore Explicit Symmetry to Our Ravaged Earth.

One comment I have is that the National Fire
Protection Association standard 59A was not met by Venture
Global, and I'm concerned that FERC might allow Commonwealth
te also slide and not meet that fire protecticn standard.
It's very important for the safety of the people who live
near Commonwealth and the ones who pass by in boats. That's
the secondary part of the problem, is ship safety; the
Caucus Ship Channel is narrow at that location, and there is

suppcsed to be an expansion of Inter-Global

Island, where there will be two more ship berths.
So what's golng to happen is a congested area
with perhaps six different tankers being loaded

gimultaneously, and gascline and LNG supertankers passing

PM1-1

PM1-2

154

PM1-1

PM1-2

The safety of the Terminal is discussed in section 4.12.1.

See response to comment PM1-1
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that same location. 1It's a very disturbing situation as far
as the possibility of a very large fire, that could burn
people for miles in all directions.

And the second concept I'm concerned about is
that sending methane anywhere for fuel is not its highest
and best use. We need methane as a chemical building block
in the production of fertilizer so that we can feed the
people of the planet. Only the Haber-Bosch process has been
discovered in the last hundred years of people trying to
figure out how to fix nitrogen. There's only one practical
way to do it, and that's to use methane as a building block.

So I've calculated that for every ship of LLD
that leaves, so do 220 million servings of rice, or 8
million pounds of wheat. It's that much loss every time we
gend a ship out.

Another thing is the promises that Venture
Global, which is right acress the channel from where
Commonwealth is going to be, Venture Global has promised to
control light pollution and noise peollution, and neither cne
of those things were contreoclled: and I would hate to think
that because FERC allowed Venture Global to fail toc do what
it said it could do, that you would have to therefore allow
other applicants such as Commonwealth to slide and not
control light and noise pollution. the light and noise

pollution is not just aggravating for people, but it's

PM1-2

PM1-3

PM1-4

155

PM1-3

PM1-4

Comment noted. The Purpose and Need of the Project is

discussed in section 1.1.

Impacts on visual resources of the Project are discussed in
section 4.8.4; noise impacts of the Project are discussed in
section 4.11.2; and impacts on wildlife are discussed in section

4.6.
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especially problematic for birds and aquatic creatures that
depend upon light -- they use their eyes to things: and so
depending on visual cues, they are interfered with by light
pellution. And as far as noise, water carries noise a long
way, and we have rare and endangered animals out in the Gulf
that are sensitive to ncise.

So preoper control of light and noise is really
important and cannot be allowed to fly like it was with
Venture Global.

Those are my primary comments, and I may well
submit further comments in writing, but I thank you for this
opportunity.

MS. FOX: Thank you, Michael, for your comment
which will be included in the public record and considered
in our review of this project. You may now end the call.

MR. TRITICO: Okay.

({Pause)

MS. FOX: My name is Nancy Fox-Hernandez, and I
am an environmental project manager with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commiassion, or FERC., I have on the line with me
my coworker, Kelley Muncz, and a court reporter. Our job is
to conduct an environmental review of the Commonwealth LNG
Project, and part of that process is gathering information
from the public.

We issued our Draft Environmental Impact

PM1-4

PM1-5

156

PM1-5

Impacts on marine animals are discussed in section 4.6.2.
Impacts on threatened and endangered species are discussed in

section 4.7.
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Statement for the Commonwealth LNG Project on March 31st,

2022. We are here to listen to ur comment on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement and record that comment in
the FERC records for this project. Comments will be
addressed in the Final Environmental Impact Statement that

will be issued on September 9th, 2

In a moment I'm geing to ask you to say and spell
your name for the court reporter, and then provide your
comment. The court reporter will start transcribing your
comment for the official record once you say and spell your
name; and we will provide a warning one you have 30 seconds
left for your comment. Depending on the number of people
waiting, we may ask you to limit your comments to five or
ten minutes. If you do not get to provide all of your
comments within the time limit, you can file additional

written comments using the directions provided in the Notice

of Availability.
When you are finished, the court reporter will

stop recording your comment. Are you ready to begin that

MR. DENTON: Yes.

MS. FOX: Great. Say and spell your name for the
court reporter, and then you may begin your comment.

MR. DENTON: Gregory Denton, G-r-e-g-o-r-y D-e-

n-t-c-n.

157
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Yes, I'd just like to comment that building out
fossil fuel infrastructure at this point is incompatible
with the climate change that's going on. The recent IC DC
reports that have come cut vehemently state that we cannot
continue building out fossil fuel infrastructure and keep
burning fossil fuels at the rate we're burning right now.

So that's my major point. Rlso, there's -- the
permit doesn't take intec account the additional facilities
in the area, 30 the cumulative effect of the exposures to
people in our area is too great not too take into account.
And the export facility, of course, is not going to do
anything to alleviate short term fossil gas type of -- and
leng term we have to get off, and sc I'm just building out
more infrastructure is going to continue the problem. We
have to stop burning fossil fuels. 1It's the conclusion that
the result of majority of countries on the planet, the top
scientists, top climate scientists; and it suggests that we
have to stop now.

So thank you very much for taking my comments.

MS. FOX: Thank you, Gregory, for your comment,
which will be included in the public record and considered

in our review of this project.

MR. DENTOM: Great. Thank you.
{Pause)
MS. FOX: Sandra, can you hear me?

PM2-1

PM2-2

PM2-3

158

PM2-1

PM2-2

PM2-3

Climate Impacts of the Project are discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

See response to comment PM2-1.

Comment noted.
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comments using the directions provided in the Notice of
Avallability.

When you are finished, the court reporter will
stop recording your comment. Are you ready to begin that
process?

MS. BARBIER: Yes. Does it matter that I have
submitted a written comment already?

MS. FOX: They are provided the same weight,
whether it's written, gpoken or mailed -- it's all the same

MS. BARBIER: OQkay, fine.

So please say and spell your name for
the court reporter, and then you may begin your comment.

MS. BARBIER: The name is Sandra Barbier, S-a-n-
d-r-a last name Barbier, B-a-r-b-i-e-r. Comments are
regarding the Commonwealth LNG Project, and these are my
peints.

First, that it is counter tc a sincere effort to
reduce and stop global warming and climate change. Coastal
Louisiana is among the most vulnerable places in the world
te climate change, not just in the future but immediately.
It means the loss of land, of homes, of cities, of industry
and wildlife habitat for the state.

Second point is that the project will destroy
dozens of acres of important and dwindling coastal chenier

habitat., It is a very special kind of habitat in coastal

PM3-1

PM3-2

159

PM3-1

PM3-2

See response to comment PM2-1.

Impacts on chenier habitat are discussed in section 4.5.2; impacts
on wildlife and migratory birds are discussed in sections 4.6.1.2
and 4.6.1.3; and impacts on threatened and endangered species
are discussed in section 4.7.
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Louisiana. The project will harm wildlife; especially a
threatened species, the Black rail.

Besides the rail, the rate of extinction

worldwide of species, and especially the bird populations of

our hemisphere, demand that we protect birds and wildlife
and stop treating them as expendable. And of course, what
affects wildlife will affect humans.

And lastly, the problems of global warming, air
pollutieon, habitat loss and the accelerating extinctions of
species that is human-caused in modern times have to be
addressed now and not later. It means stopping projects in
the current time, now, such as this one, the Commonwealth
LNG Project, and adopting alternatives. The project is the
opposite of the move towards alternative energy for this
country.

Thank you, that's my comment.

MS. FOX: Thank you, Sandra, for your comment,
which will be included in the public record and considered
in our review of this project.

MS. BARBIER: Thank wyou.

{Pause)

[Thereupon, at 7:30 p.m. (CST), the conference

call disconnected.]

PM3-2

PM3-3

160

PM3-3

See response to comment PM2-1.
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i seconds left for your comment. We ask that you try to limit
2 your comments to five minutes tonight.
3 If you do not get to provide all of your comments

4 within that time limit you can file additional written

comments using the directions provided in

[E]

6 Availability. When you are finished the Court Reporter will

-

stop recording your comments. Are you ready to begin that

8 process?

2} MS. YODER: Yes.
10 MR. HANOBIC: Okay. When you're ready you can
1. state and spell your name for the Court Reporter, and then

12 the time will start., Once you are complete with that you
13 can begin your comment.
14 MS. YODER: Great thanks. My name is Naomi

15 Yoder, N-BA-O-M-I Y-C-D-E-R. And c¢an I go ahead then?

16 MR. HANOBIC: Yep go ahead.

17 MS. YODER: Okay great. So I appreciate the

18 opportunity to be able to comment on the Commonwealth EIS.
19 I support the no action alternative, and I also have some

20 concerns about the DEIS as it stands.

21 So one in particular, there's the first page, or

22 the first mention of greenhouse gas emlssions as being PM4-1 PM4-1 Climate change and GHG impacts ofthe Project are discussed in
23 significant, or insignificant, DEIS, the EIS is not section 4.13.2.11.

24 characterizing the proposed project's greenhouse gas

25 emissions as significant or insignificant because the

161
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Commission is conducting engineer (audio dropped] to
determine whether and how the Commission will conduct
significant determinations going forward.

So I urge FERC to consider that greenhouse gas
emissions of you know 3 million metric tons per year, 3
million tons per year are pretty significant, and that I
also urge FERC to use the guidelines that have been proposed
to account for greenhouse gas emissions, and climate change
in all of the projects.

And basically I'm urging a very rigorous process
of determining significance of greenhouse gas emissions, and
eggentially limited what greenhouse gas emissions should he
allowed in a new project.

There are extraordinary environmental impacts of
this project. I have done a full review of the air
pellutien that would be created from just the operation of
this plant, not to mention the construction and if there
should be any kind of an accident.

In the permit for the air permit, Cameron LNG
would ke allowed to produce thousands of tons of pellutants
per year. Just an extraordinary amount. I spoke with --
personally spoke with the chemist, Dr. Wilma Subra who has
reviewed a lot more air permits that I have, and knows a lot
more about the chemistry and the effects of air pollutants

on public health.

PM4-1

PM4-2

162

PM4-2

Impacts of the Project on air quality are discussed in section

4.11.1.
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And she said that these emissions, plus the
emissicons of the other surrounding ¢lose by LNG plants that
would be operating at the same time, this would be a deadly
situation. So that is unacceptable. Southwest Louisiana is
not a sacrifice zone, and I was there, I recreate there. ] B
is not something that I want to see happen there, so I
support the no action alternative, and also want to just
reinforce that I request that FERC do a complete accounting
of greenhouse gas emissions for the lifecycle of the
project.

In addition to that would urge FERC to also
evaluate because I didn't see it yet, in the DEIS, the
impact of climate change on the terminal. So I alsc want an
accounting of how this project would contribute to climate
change, but then turning it around, the impact of climate
change on this terminal has the potential to be
extraordinary.

Right on the Gulf of Mexico in the Calcasieu Ship

Channel this ground zero for unadjusted locations in the
United States. Sea level rise and land loss are at higher
rates than many other places in the nation -- the second
highest in Louisiana, it's Cameron Parish.

So this is not a beautiful place, you build an

LNG terminal and create all of this new industry that will

-- all of this new facility, infrastructure that will

PM4-2

PM4-3

163

PM4-3

Safety of the Terminal is discussed in section 4.12.1. Climate
change is addressed in section 4.13.2.11.
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pollute and ultimately not serve the people or the
eco-aystem., So anyway I guess I wanted to alsco state about
that that in Louisiana, but all along the Gulf Coast
hurricanes have been increasing in intensity and regularity
as vou know, increasing in intensity and frequency due to
climate change.

So this terminal will contribute tec more of that.
And I den't see anything in the DEIS that talks about you
know what will happen to the residents of Cameron Parish and
Calcasieu Parish then in Jefferson County in Texas, and the
other places that will be impacted by more hurricanes that
come through the Gulf Ceoast in the region of Commonwealth.

This is not insignificant. It's critical that
the FERC take into account the cost of disaster recovery,
and taking disaster justice into account when thinking about
disaster recovery. We are still as we speak we still have
you know unbuilt, unrenewed structures all throughout
Southwest Louisiana, which have been ruined in downtown Lake
Charles, which is not that far from Commonwealth.

There are still the big Capital One building that
has windows blown out still. And this is you know going on
two years after Hurricane Laura hit us. 8o I just urge you
to consider really what that means 1f there were to be -- as
there will be more hurricanes, but then alsoc the siting of

this -- the preferred siting of this terminal is very close

PM4-3

PM4-4

164

PM4-4

See response to comment PM2-1.
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to the coast, and therefore would receive the biggest impact
from hurricane storm surge, and hurricane force winds.

so the other thing that I'm very concerned about,

and that I don't see encugh information about in the DEIS

safety. Proposed safety of the terminal, and all of the
chemicals stored at the terminal, but also the vessels. The
Calcasieu Ship Channel i1s a busy place, and this proposal
would be encrmous stressed vessels con both side of the
Calcasieu Ship Cannel at the mouth where it is the
narrowest.

So I think that it doesn't seem like a question
te me that that's a bad idea, but I guess what I would like
tc see the DEIS -- the Envirommental Review cover 1s the
impact of that additional shipping, and the bottleneck that
could occur, and that would cccur when there are ships
waiting to load, or unlcading, or loading I'm sorry, at the
same time, and then trying to navigate at the same time.

And you know heaven forbid in a hurricane. You
know what happens at that point when enormous tankers need
te, or are in the middle of filling and have to decide what
tc de. So if we have an LNG tanker that is tethered at the
time of a hurricane you know, what will that do, as well as
the LNG plant itself.

So after Hurricane Laura we saw a nearby LNG

terminal, Cameron LNG was closed for two months you know,

PM4-4

PM4-5

165

PM4-5

Safety of the Terminal and LNG vessels is discussed in section
4.12.1. As discussed in section 1.2.3, the U.S. Coast Guard
(USCG), conducted an extensive review of Commonwealth's
Waterway Suitability Analysis (WSA) and issued a Letter of
Recommendation for the Project on March 7, 2019 noting the
suitability of the Calcasieu Ship Channel to safely handle vessel
traffic related to the Project in addition to the vessel traffic of
other companies present on the Calcasieu Ship Channel. On April
19, 2022, Commonwealth provided a Waterway Suitability
Assessment Update to the USCG, as requested in the LOR to be
conducted once the Venture Global Calcasieu Pass Project was
operational.
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and that's not addressed at all in the DEIS and in the other
environmental reviews from Commonwealth that a hurricane
it's not only that there could be a disruption in the
company's output, but that there could be you know a
catastrophic effect.

So that's not acceptable. And there's no reasen
that that should be pushed forward. The only reascn it
seems like that's being pushed forward is because Camercn
Parish is being treated as sc it's disposable.

And the last thing that I want to talk about is
the endangered species in the area, so especially the
Eastern Black Rail. And I have been in contact, I'm a
scientist and I've been in contact with the scientists that
have reviewed the populations of Eastern Black Rail, and
it's in a critical place. 1It's a federally threatened
species, and this terminal will be on top of cone of the
very few sites where Eastern Black Rails are most likely to
live in Louisiana.

And over the past 10 years there have been -- ch
noe, I'm sorry fewer years than that, but in the past few
years there have been akout 300 surveys for Eastern Black
Rail in Louisiana, and there have only bheen 15 or 16 by
itself. 8o you get a sense of how rare this bird is, and to
have a terminal being built on top of that habitat for this

extremely rare bird, it just seems actionable, and we

PM4-5

PM4-6

166

PM4-6

Impacts on Eastern Black Rail are discussed in section 4.7.1.2.
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shouldn't be allowing that. So that's the end of my
comments thank you

MR. HANOBIC: Thank you very much for your
comment. You comment will be put in the FERC record for
this project. Thank you.

MS. YODER: Great, thank you so much.

MR. HANOBIC: Hi can you hear me?

MS. BENOIT: Hello?

MR. HANOBIC: Can you hear me?

MS. BENQCIT: Yes I can.

MR. HANOBIC: All right. My name is David
Hanokic., I'm an Environmental Project Manager with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission or FERC. I have on the
line with me a consultant John Brewer, who is our contractor
for Cardno, and also a Court Reporter. OQur jcb is to
conduct an envirconmental review of the Commonwealth LNG
Project, and part of that process is gathering information
from the public.

We issued our Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Commonwealth LNG Project on March 31,
2022. We are here to listen to your comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, and record that comment in
the FERC records for this project.

Comments will be addressed in the Final

nvironmental Impact Statement that is being produced. In a

PM4-6

167
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i moment I am going to ask you to state and spell your name

2 for the Court Reporter, and then provide your comment. The
3 Court Reporter will start transcribing your comment for the
4 official record conce you state and spell your name, and we

will provide a warning once you have approximately 30

[E]

6 seconds left.

-

Currently we're probably locking at a five minute
8 time limit. TIf you do not get to provide all of your

9 comments within the time limit, you can file additional

10 written comments using the directions provided in the Notice
11 of Availability. When you are finished the Court Reporter
12 will stop recording your comment. Are you ready to begin

13 that process?

14 MS. BENOIT: Yes.

15 MR. HANOBIC: OQkay. Please state and spell your
16 name for the Court Reporter, and then you may begin your

17 ceomment when you are done doing that. Go ahead.

18 MS. BENOIT: Mona, M-O-N-A Benoit,

19 B-E-N-O-I-T.

20 MR. HANOBIC: You c¢an begin your comment,

21 MS. BENOIT: Yes. I wish to -- our environment

22 is full of breathing in all this stuff. we don't need PM5-1 PMS5-1 Purpose and Need of the Project is discussed in section 1.1. Air
23 anymore we've got more than enough here, so that's enough. impaCtS of the Project are discussed in section 4.11.1.

24 We don't need it all here. So we den't need any more plants

25 here., Go build it somewhere else. Thank you.

168
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MONWEALTH LNG PROJECT

Telephonic

Afternoon Meeting

Tuesday, April 26,

The virtual public scoping/comment session, pursuant

notice, started at 3:30 p.m. (EST).
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MR. ALLAIRE: All right, great.

MS. FOX: All right. So you can say and spell
your hname, and as scon as you do that you can begin your
comment .

MR. ALLAIF All right, my name is John, J-o-h-n

Allaire, A-l-l-a-i-r-e. I own land adjoining, 300 acres
adjoining the Commonwealth LNG facility. I'm concerned
about what they're goling to do in the wetlands over here,
but I'm referring to a letter from the Office of Coastal
Management of March 15, 2022 to Commonwealth LNG where they
determined they're unable to continue processing of their
application until they receive the following information
about drainage concerns on the adjoining land.

So that wasn't part of the EIS, Draft EIS. And
also, on March 31, 2022, FERC wrote a letter to the Naticnal
Marine Fisheries Service requesting that they review that
Environmental Impact Statement. And in the footnotes on
that document, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers stated, as
of March 31st, 2021, the Corps has not completed its
accounting of acreage of wetlands that is considered to be
tidal influenced at the LNG terminals site. Therefore, the
final acreage of the essential fish habitat that would be
affected by construction of the preoject could vary from

what's presented here.

I'm concerned that that informaticn is critical

PM6-1

PM6-2

171

PMe6-1

PM6-2

Section 4.4.2 describes the hydrologic modeling conducted by
Commonwealth for the proposed stormwater culvert.
Commonwealth proposes to consult with NMFS and other
federal and state agencies for the specific design of the
stormwater culvert, which would be determined during Front End
Engineering and Design prior to the beginning of construction.

Section 4.4.2 provides an updated accounting of wetland impacts
and Commonwealth's proposed wetland mitigation plan.
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8
1 to the public making intelligent comments about the
. ‘ . PM86-2

2 environment impact of the project, so we don't have a

3 complete set of data, and the Corps of Engineers doesn't.

4 And the State Office of Cecastal Management is not happy with

5 the drainage plan that Commonwealth has ceome in. So that's

6 been excluded from the environmental as sment.

7 The next comment I have, Commonwealth states the

G mroeEs o e s, A o ks Al = P PMe&-3 PM6-3 Comment noted. Purpose and Need of the Project is discussed in

section 1.1.

g export LNG to foreign markets, domestically produced gas. In
10 a document produced by the U.S. Energy Information
11 Administration in August of 1921, they stated specifically
! that the natural gas price rises in 2021 and into 2022 are

13 primarily, reflect just two factors: Growth in LNG exports

14 and rising consumption for sectors other than the electric

1.5 power industry, which has been pushed into using more coal

16 in 2021 and 2022 because of the high price of natural gas.

e Mirieonmsny Nol: % W9 Akl the consCoustion B s PMB-4 PM6-4 Section 4.4.1.1 has been revised to indicate the intertidal

18 terminal's marine facility. Their analysis of the area that mudflats present within the pI'OpOSGd footprint of the marine
T R —— facil?ty are considered a “speci'fll. aquatic site.” by the COE under

Section 404 of the CWA. Additionally, section 4.6.2 and 4.6.3

20 estuarine habitat and some emergent forest in the cheniers. have been revised to recognize the presence of oyster reef habitat
21 They describe the area as soft, unconsolidated sediments in atthiSIOCaﬂon aS\VelL
22 the preoject area that experience frequent cycles of tidal-
23 related scour and organisms that would therefore quickly
24 recover after construction.
Zb I've been fishing that area, that entire flat
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area for over 24 years, and the sediments in the area are
neither soft or uncensolidated. More rock walked off the
south jetty -- the sediments in that flat would stabilize
and preovide a unique habitat that supports oysters,
barnacles, a variety of crabs and bait fish. Every
evening large predator fish such as red drum, sea trout,
flounder go out into that flat to feed on the fish. This
site is a prize location for local fishing guides to bring
their c¢lients. If you performed a survey of the area's
local fishing guides, that will confirm my observations and
statement.

Another issue. Under Wildlife Resources on page

1-5 of your introduction, they talk about the primary
impacts of wildlife from the construction of the terminal
and the pipeline and the plant, and state that operation of
the terminal will result in increased noise, lighting and
human activity that would disturb wildlife in the area; and

reduction of usable habitat to promote wildlife species

currently inhabiting the area.
And you go on to say: However, due to the
existing ship traffic and other industrial uses, there is

much that, those wildlife have already been affected.

Absolutely not correct. Those existing cheniers,

those tree lines provide a shield that prevent that exact

thing from happening, and by removing all that estuarine

PM6-4

PM6-5

PM6-6
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PM6-5

PMe6-6

Commercial fishing impacts are discussed in section 4.9.7; FERC
has not received any comments on the Project from any local
fishing guides or commercial fisheries representatives.
Recreational fishing is discussed in section 4.8.3.1.

Wildlife is addressed in section 4.6.1 and this information has
been updated.

Public Meeting Comments



Public Meetings

April 26, 2022

w

@

22

23

24

forest and estuar > emergent marsh, the roads in that,

you're just removing the exact thing that shields the water
fowl and the wading birds for those type of conditions to
happen.

Sc I've got several cother comments, but at this
time I think I'1ll submit the balance of them in writing.

MS. FOX: Thank wyou so much, Jochn, for your
comment, which will be included in the public record and
considered in our review of the project.

MR. ALLAIRE: Okay. I have one other comment.
Is it too late to put this in? Very short one.

MS. FOX: Ne. You can go ahead.

MR. ALLAIRE: Okay. Looking at the project
goals, as I said, to export LNG to foreign entities, in

Socioeconomics they discu

s: the project would result in

minor positive economic impacts due to eage in
construction jobs, payroll taxes, purchases made by
workforce. And: The operation of the project would have a
minor positive effect in local government tax revenues due
to increase in property taxes, but would have no significant
impact on local populations, employment, provision of
community service, housing or property values.

On page 29, these minor positive impacts are
associated with the proposed project. But the primary --

and on page 26 of this decument, your introduction, the

PM6-6

PM6-7
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PMe6-7

Comment noted.
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primary impacts of wildlife, construction of the terminal,
pipeline would be loss of estuarine emergent scrub, scrub,
and forest and wetland habitats and chenier habitats which
provide nutrients, cover, shelter, water for a variety of
terrestrial and aguatic species including water fowl, wading
birds,nesting birds, raptors, mammals, reptiles, amphibians,
construction of the terminal and said pipeline would cause
displacement, stress, direct mortality of individual
wildlife species that use these types of habitats.

Operation of the terminal would result in
increased noise, lighting, human activity that could disturb

wildlife in the area and a reduction of usable habitat for

most wildlife species currently inhabiting the area. And

that -- I am quoting directly from page 1-5 in your
introduction.

So there is no way that these minor positive
economic impacts and the goal of Commeonwealth export
domestic LNG overseas is, will overwhelm the need to go no
further action on this permit.

All right. Now I think I'm done, Miss Nancy.

MS., FOX: Okay, great., Thank vyou so much for
your comments, John, and we will include them in the reccrd.

MR. ALLAIRE: All right. Thank you all for

letting us get a word in

MS, FOX: Okay, bye.

PM6-7
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limit, you can file additional written comments using the
directions provided in the Notice of Availability.

When you are finished, the court reporter will

stop reco comment. Are you ready to begin the
process?

MS. HOPKINS: Sure.

MS. FOX: Ckay. Please say and state your name

for the court reporter, and then you may begin your comment.
MS. HOPKINS: My name is Lees Hopkins, L-e-e-s
H-¢-p-k-i-n-s. I am oppesed to the Commonwealth Liguefied
Natural Gas facility. It is not going to -- we are not
going to be able to meet our climate goals as a State, and
from what I understand about the Louisiana Action Plan, you
know -- if this plant goes through, we're not going to be
able to make those targets, and I would like our State to be
working in ceollaboration with the rest of the planet to
fight c¢limate change and not approve facilities like this.
I also understand that this report doesn't lock
at the kind of cumulative impacts of all of the already-

existing types of facilities in the area, and that's

concerning because it's not just one more facility. In fact,

it's one more facility on top of many other facilities in
the area, and I know that air pellution is a big issue, and

I'm also concerned about potential other issues that can

come up, pollution-wise, leaked, what have you; accidents,

PM7-1

PM7-2
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PM7-1

PM7-2

See response to comment PM2-1.

Cumulative Impacts of the Project area addressed in section 4.13
air quality impacts are discussed in section 4.11.1; and the safety
of the Terminal is discussed in section 4.12.1.
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me. And I want this

explosions. None of that's okay
liguefied natural gas plant to not exist in Louisiana.
That's all I have tc say

MS. FOX: Okay, thank yocu so much for your

comment, which will be included in the public record and

considered in our review of the project.

MS. HOPKINS: Thank you very much. Bye.

MS, FOX: Thank wyou. Bye,
(Pause)
MS. FOX: Hi there, John, can you hear me?

MR. ALLAIRE: I can, Nancy.
MS. FOX: Hi there, again. I'm not going to read
this whole thing to you again because you already know
the --

MR. ALLAIRE: Oh, yes.

MS., FOX: If you want to just -- if you'd say and
spell your name for the court reporter, ycu can begin your
comment .

MR. ALLAIRE: Already. My name 1s John, J-o-h-n

Alla y A-l-l-a-i-r-e. I am an adjoining landowner to the
proposed Commonwealth LNG site, Back in 2021 I submitted
comments with regard te the air permit modeling information

source that Commonwealth LNG. They chose to use the Lake

Charles Regional Airport, that i1s 41 kilometers away from

the site, rather than the NOAA weather station which is

PM7-2

PM8-1
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PMS8-1

As noted in section 4.11.1.6, use of the Lake Charles Regional
Airport is based on guidance specified by LDEQ in its Modeling
Procedures, the publishing date notwithstanding. In written
communication provided to Commonwealth on June 16, 2022
(see appendix C of accession number 20220624-5165), LDEQ
confirmed its approval of Commonwealth's use of this
meteorological station.
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1 located 750 meters from the site. PM8-1
2 And in the follow up document, in the EIS, they
3 stated that this Lake Charles airport was used based on
4 guidance specified by the LDEQ and a procedures document
5 that was written in 2006, o 16 years ago. They go on to
=] say that generally the PST significant analysis considers
i missions only associated with this project, and compares
8 model concentrations to correspeonding significant impact
9 levels.
10 Since they did all of their modeling, they didn't PME-2
] ‘ e o ‘ ) PM8-2 The design of the Calcasieu Pass LNG project is substantially
kg 2 do any actual sampling. The Venture Global facility, which . .
different what is proposed by Commonwealth; therefore, the
iz ‘was eampissioned heginning dn the and ef danvary and began expected flaring durations of the two facilities cannot be
13 flaring January 27th of 2022, and I've been a witness that compared directly. Revised flaring duration for the
= R : _y - Commonwealth LNG Project is provided in provided in sections
over the las hree months, up unti oday =-- an have
2.1.1.4,4.6.1.3,and 4.11.2.4.
15 documentary evidence and I've filed complaints with Venture
16 Global and the DEQ -- other than six days during that 88 day
9 period they've been flaring continuously, night and day, 24
18 hours a day, 7 days a week. And as I said, there was only
19 six days durling that entire time that they have, not having
20 one or both of their flares going.
21 On a geparate matter, at the beginning of this . .
PM8-3 PM8-3 Section 2.1.1.4 clarifies that there would be two flare stacks, one
22 document, FERC describes the equipment that Commonwealth LNG for the 1iquefacti0n facility and one for the marine facility. The
23 will be operating, and they describe two flare systems as liquefaction flare stack would contain three individual flares and
the marine facility would contain one flare.
24 the major part of thelr operational safety eguipment. In
Zb every document that I've seen over the last twe years that
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Commonwealth has submitted to FERC and the agencies, they've

alw

ys described four flares; a marine flare, a high

altitude flare, dry flare, a wet flare and alsc a spare
flare. So there's four flares that are associated with this
project; a wet system, a day system and a marine system. So
what's stated in the EIS is not accurate if the

Commonwealth LNG documents are accurate.

Additionally, in the FERC document, in the
introduction, they discuss that my property, my residence is
3300 feet away from the boundary of the Commonwealth
operating facility. Well, my residence is actually 1750
feet from their proposed flare location and less than 2200
feet away from their main compression and liquefaction
equipment. So I'd like to get that corrected for the
record. And I need to have it evaluated.

S¢ in conclusion, I think their air modeling,
which is done from a source 41 kilometers away up in town,
has nothing, can't be compared to a NOAR weather station
that's 750 meters from the site. Obviously there are
different air conditions, meteorolecgical conditions at the
coast than there is up at Lake Charles.

I've asked repeatedly about this, and I would
like the FERC to request, and the DEQ to reqguest, that they

would make some sort of comparison, all historical data 1s

there from the NOAA weather station, and they have all the

PM8-3

PM8-4

PM8-5
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PM8-4

PMS8-5

The residence referred to that is 3,300 feet from the boundary of
the Terminal is the residence that houses the Calcasieu Ship
Channel Pilots. Section 4.11.2 notes the RV pad that serves as a
secondary residence for the commenter is 1,962 feet west of the
closest Terminal structures.

See response to comment PM8§-1.

Public Meeting Comments



Public Meetings

April 26, 2022

w

@

14

historical data from the Lake Charles Reglonal Airport.

Sc I think it's only fair to compare those data
sources to at least say that they're somewhat analogous,
because the key to accurate air modeling is to have accurate
data in, gives you accurate data out. So I would request
that that study be conducted to verify if they're using the
Lake Charles airport, if that's the same.

And the PSD significant analysis is considering
only the emissions from this project, and again Venture
Global has been flaring and emitting phyte carbons and NOX,
particulate matter and black clouds. I have photographic
evidence, all date and time stamped, to validate my claims
cn this issue.

And that's what I have today seo far, Nancy.

MS. FOX: Well, thank you very much, John, for
your comment, your additional comments, We will include
them in the public record and consider them in our review of
the project.

MR. ALLAIRE: Thank you very much for your time
today.

MS, FOX: Okay, thank you. Bye.

(Pause)

MS., FOX: Hi there, can you hear me?

MR. ALLAIRE: I can, Nancy.

MS, FOX: O©h, hellec John, again.

PM8-5

PM8-6
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PMS-6

The PSD significant analysis is for emissions from the Project

and is independent of other facilities.
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MR. ALLAIRE: Hello, Nancy, again.
MS. FOX: Feel free to just -- I think the court

reporter has the spelling of your name, so feel free to just

go ahead and state your comment.

All right. John Allaire again.
In the Draft EIS document, I'm concerned about
the list of the document

Appendix G. Appendix G i

0

preparers for this Draft EIS. Of the 36 document preparers,
none of the academic records presented in this appendix

indicates t

at any of the preparers of the document attended
a Louisiana ilnstitution of higher learning or university in
the State of Louisiana.

think that there could be some potential bias
here against the State of Louisiana; the fact that none of
the preparers listed have attended a university or
institution of higher learning in the State of Louisiana.

That's my ccomment with regard to that.

MS. FOX: Okay, great. Thank vou s¢ much for
your comment. You have about 20 minutes left to call in
with another one.

MR, ALLAIRE: All right. Thank you, ma'am.

MS. FOX: Have a gocod evening.

(Pause)

MS. FOX: Hi, there. My name i1s Nancy Fox-

Hernandez, and I am an environmental project manager with

PM8-7
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PMS-7

The preparers of the document are educated professionals that are
objectively assessing the impacts of the Project on the
environment. There is no cause for any of the preparers to harbor
any bias against the State of Louisiana. Additionally, the
cooperating agencies reviewing this Project, including the COE
and NMFS, have field offices in Louisiana.
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the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, or FERC. I have
on the line with me my coworker Jenifer Fink, and John
Brewer, and a court reporter,

My job is to conduct an environmental review of
the Commonwealth LNG Project, and part of that process is
gathering information from the public.

We issued our Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Commonwealth LNG Project on March 31lst,
2022. We are here to listen to your comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and record that comment in
the FERC record for this project. Comments will be
addressed in the Final Envirommental Impact Statement that
will be issued on September 9th, 2022.

In a moment I'm going to ask you to say and spell
your name for the court reporter, and then provide your
comments., The court reperter will start transcribing your
comment for the official record once you say and spell your
name.

When you are finished, the court reporter will

a

stop recording your comment. Are you ready to begin the
process?

MS. ROLLO: Yes.

MS. FOX: Okay. Please say and state your name

for the court reporter, and then you may begin your comment.

MS. ROLLO: Vera, V-e-r-a Rolle, R-o-1l-l-o.
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1 MS. FCX: You can start the comment.
2 MS. ROLLO: I am against this deal they're
3 talking about. If it's not going to do anything for us, PM9-1 PMO-1 Comment noted.
4 that's no goed. So I'm against it. If we're not going to
5 profit from it, well, that's not good.
4] MS. FPOX: OQkay. If that's all your comment, then
9 thank you very much, Vera for your comment, and it will be
8 included in the public record and consgsidered in our review
g of the project. You can now end the call.
10 MS. ROLLO: Thank you.
kit (Pause)
! MS. FOX: I hear John again. This is Nancy.
13 MR. ALLAIRE: John again, Nancy.
14 MS. FOX: Hello. Go ahead and say your name, and
15 you can start your comment.
16 MR. ALLAIRE: John Allaire.
9 On page 1-10 of the introduction in the Draft
18 Environmental Impact Statement, FERC states: Our analysis
19 of cumulative impacts includes other projects in the
20  vicinity of proposed Commonwsalth project effacts. PM10-1 PM10-1 Impacts on coastal wetlands and vegetation are discussed in
51 B vessEren. ioF BA Sroest . The vae sections 4.4 and 4.5. The cumulative impacts of the
Commonwealth project on coastal wetlands and vegetation are
22 AontoRinane IINQTIAnEs MR gRnSrally Soncluds ThEt s discussed in sections 4.13.2.3 and 4.13.2.4. The cumulative
23 potential of the project combined with the impacts from the impacts section assesses the combined impacts of the two (OI'
54 other projects considered in their geographic scopes, will mor.e) prpjects on the respective resources at the respective
project sites
Zb not result in significant impacts on resources.
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The Global Venture project that they're referring
to here, these conclusions for the cumulative impact are
based on incorrect information and lack of understanding of
the area's history, preexisting and existing conditions. As
90 percent of the Global Venture facility was built on pre-
disturbed land. The Global Venture facility was built on
land that was used to deposit dredge spoils during the

construction of the Calcasieu Ship Channel in the 1920s and

ongoing maintenance of the ship channel over the past 100
years.

This changed the entire dynamic of the Global
Venture site. As opposed to the Commonwealth site, where
less than 15 percent of the Commonwealth marine pipeline and
berth and operations facility footprint has been disturbed
by other than minor human activity: less than 5 percent

versus 90 percent. It's a

ompletely inaccurate conclusion
that the potential impacts of the project, Commecnwealth
project, when combined with the impacts of the other
project considered in geographic scope, would not result in
a significant impact on the resources.

No logical conclusion can be drawn between
clearing, backfilling and concreting over these estuarine
forests, cheniers, to merge in estuarine marsh and wetlands
that the Commonwealth LNG facility proposed location. As

opposed to the backfilled areas where the Global Venture

PM10-1
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1 facility was installed and pre-disturbed, dredge spoils.

2 Commonwealth cannot create, duplicate or buy PM10-1

3 these chenier wetlands estuaries that took nature thousands

4 of years to create by buying wetland offsets.

5 Additionally, on page 116 of the introduction,

=] Commonwealth stated again that the purpose of their project

7 is to liquefy and export to foreign markets domestically-

8 produced natural gas. There's no reference to any transfer

g of gas within the United States to any consumers or

10 industries. And yet, FERC stated that we received multiple

11 complaints from the public stating the Commission would not

! approve the project due to a high number of other LNG export PM10-2 PM10-2 The Purpose and Need of the PTOjCCt is discussed in section 1.1.

1.3 terminals, either currently operating or under construction, AS nOted in secti(?n 2.1,the ﬁnal EIS %S notadecision.dogument.
It is produced to inform the Commission of the potential impacts

14 or proposed and permitted for construction in the United associated with construction and operation of the proposed

15 States. Project.

16 The Commission is required to consider as part of

17 its decision to authorize these facilities, all factors

18 bearing on the public interest.

19 Have any of the people from FERC or the State

20 agencies, have not been affected domestically by the

21 inflation and the export of natural gas. As the USDIA

22 stated, the increased exports of LNG have markedly increased

23 domestic energy costs, as 38 percent of the U.S. electrical

24 grid is generated through the use of natural gas.

Zb Since January of 2021, the price of natural gas
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was $2.74 per million BTUs -- again, this is off the U.S.
Energy Information Administration's website. From January
4th of '21 te January 4th of '22, the price of natural gas
increased 61 percent to $4.41 per million BTU. And as of
January 4th, '22 to April 19 -- that's the latest record
from the U.S. Energy Information Administration, the Henry
Hub price for natural gas in the U.S. is $7.46, a 69
percent since the beginning of the year.

We're all being affected by this; 80 percent of
our fertilizer that grows our crops and grain for our feed
for our animals is generated with natural gas. The
manufacturers of the fertilizer prices have doubled and
tripled in the last eight months. This is one of the
leading causes of inflation, is this export of natural gas
to our friends and neighbors overseas.

The largest importer of natural gas last year in
2021 was the People's Republic of China. They imported 22.3
percent of our gas, went to the folks in China who are
supporting Putin's war effort in Ukraine. If the public
knew what's going on there and how they're paying for that,
I just don't believe they'd be comfortable with that
situation.

Sc I want everybody there on this call to look at
your bill, your own electric bill from 2020 to 2021, 2022,

and your food c¢osts. And as the Energy Information

PM10-2
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Administration for the U.S. Government states: This is one
of the two primary factors in LNG rising consumer rates

across the United States

And I think that's my final one

Nancy.

MS. FOX: Thanks sc much for your comment, John,
for your comments. They will be included in the record. We
appreciate your input.

MR, ALLAIRE: All right. You all have a great
evening and thank you for your time today.

MS., FOX: Thank you. Bye.

(Pause)

MS. FOX: Let the record show that the scoping
session for the Commonwealth DEIS closed at 5:30 p.m. on
April 26, 2022.

Thanks, everybody.

[Thereupcn, at 5:30 p.m. (EST), the scoping

on concluded. ]
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1 MS. FINK: COkay, so if you could just say and
2 spell your name for the court reporter.
3 MR. ALLAIRE: Sure. My name is Paul Allaire,

4 P-a-u-1, A-l-l-a-i-r-e.

5 MS. FINK: Okay. Great. You may begin.

4] MR. ALLAIRE: I'm very concerned about the

9 impacts that the proposed Commonwealth LNG Export Terminal
8 will have on the local regional, as well as gleobal

9 environment, in south t Louisiana communities. I don't

10 think that the terminal 1s a good idea for southwest

R — ER PM11-1 Impacts on air quality are addressed in section 4.11.1.

12 First of all, air pollution will be an issue.

13 Commonwealth LNG will be a major point source polluter. The

14 terminal will be allowed to emit almost 2,000 tons of

1.5 harmful air pollution every year, more if you include the

16 pollution of the gas fields and supply the gas export. I

17 think the marshes and the wetlands in that area are very,

18 very important to maintain and not destroy by the building

19 and all that and the shipping that's going to go on there.

20 Coastal marshlands and wetlands are the first PM11-2 PM11-2 Impacts on wetlands, migratory birds, and threatened and

endangered species and associated mitigation are discussed in
sections 4.4, 4.6.1,4.7, and 4.13.2.11.

21 line of protection during hurricane and storm urge
22 devastation. Wetland marshes are also very critical.
23 They're natural carbon sinks, which can aksorb carbon

24 dioxide, also the home to many animals, which 1s really

Zb important, including the Eastern Black Rail, Marsh Bird,
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recently listed as a threatened animal on the Endangered
Species list due to habitat loss.

More than 70 percent of all birds that migrate
in the U.S. pass through Louisiana every spring and fall.
Commonwealth LNG will destroy and debilitate hundreds of
acres, if not thousands, of marshes and wetlands that are
important stopover points for these species. Their emission
is going to add to global warming.

If I understand correctly, every Draft EIS must
demonstrate why the project being evaluated is in the puklic
interest. Building this Commonwealth LNG is not even close
to the public interest because of all the safety and
environmental concerns that I mentioned.

And finally, gas export terminals are counter to
the U.S. goal to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to keep
global warming growth at a minimal level., So, I oppose the
Commonwealth LNG for all these reasons.

MS. FINK: Okay. Well, thank you so much for

you can disconnect 1f you're finished.

your comment and
MR. ALLAIRE: Bye-bye.
MS. FINK: Can you hear me?

MR. SIMON: Yes, ma'am, I

MS. FINK: Hi. My name is Jenny Fink and I'm an
project manager with the Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission. I have on the line with me a -- hello?

PM11-2

PM11-3

PM11-4
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PMI11-3

PM11-4

The EIS is not a decision document. The purpose and scope of

the EIS are provided in section 1.2.

See response to comment PM2-1.
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1 spell your name for the court reporter.
2 MR. SIMON: Okay. My name is Matthew Simon,
3 M-a-t-t-h-e-w, S-i-m-o-n.
4 MS. FINK: Okay. You can begin your comment.
5 MR. SIMON: Yes, ma'am. Okay. Hello, my name
4] is Matthew Simon. I'm opposed to the Commonwealth LNG
7 Export Terminal. I am worried about the adverse effects of
8 the people and wildlife of Cameron, as well as the glechal PM12-1
g environmental impact that it will cause.
10 I'm a retired professiocnal engineer. I've lived
11 all my days here in Louisiana. I often drive to the area in
! question to enjoy and observe the wildlife and the ecosystem
13 and I also enjoy fishing there.
14 My first note is to air pollution. I understand
1.5 the proposed LNG terminal will emit almost 2,000 tons of air PM12-2
16 pollution, which includes carcinogens each year., I'm
9 concerned about the impact on the people cof the Town of
18 Cameron, the Town of Hackberry, and those that reside in
19 nearby Holly Beach. Of course, I'm also concerned with the
PM12-3
20 negative impact on the wildlife.
21 Second note concerns less of area marsh and
22 wetlands. Leouisiana is leosing coastline annually. The LNG PM12-4
23 terminal plan includes dredging and disposing of wetlands
24 that Louisiana is trying to keep and build up. This is
Zb counterproductive., Ancther site needs to be considered,

PM12-1

PM12-2

PM12-3

PM12-4

Socioeconomic impacts of the Project are discussed throughout
section 4.9; the impacts on wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.1;
impacts on air quality are discussed in section 4.11.1; and the
climate impacts of the Project are discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

Impacts on air quality are discussed in section 4.11.1.

Impacts on wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.1.

Impacts and mitigation related to coastal wetlands are addressed
in sections 4.4 and 4.6.2. While dredging would not occur in
wetlands habitat the Terminal would permanently fill about 90
acres of wetlands. Commonwealth would mitigate for impacts on
wetlands at the Project site through purchase of COE-approved
wetland mitigation bank credits. Additionally, Commonwealth
would transport sediment from dredging activities at the Project
site to Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge for the FWS’
use in restoring wetlands habitat. .
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according to my opinion.
Third note concerns noise pollution. The
PM12-5

flaring neise is loud. It will have a negative impact on

the wildlife that live and nest there. The noise from the
LNG terminal across the river is locud enough. I encourage
you to visit the area and experlence it for yourself.

Fourth note is on threatened species and other
wildlife. The Eastern Black Rail Marsh bird nest there and PM12-6
is considered threatened on the Endangered Species list.
One of the reasons I visit the area is to observe the annual
bird migration. A large percentage of America's birds stop
in this sensitive area to rest up and eat after their flight
across the Gulf of Mexico.

My fifth note is of public interest. I am
against the idea of supporting America's cleanest burning PM12-7
hydrocarbon, natural gas, Rmerica needs to keep our cleanest
energy reserves for our future generations, which is my
cpinion.

In closing, concerning the Draft Environmental
PM12-8

Impact Statement, I support the no action alternative and I

am concerned that the alternative analysis presented in the

document is severely limited.
I thank you for your time and consideratiocon.

MS. FINK:

7y Matthew. Well, thank you so

much for your comment.

191

PMI12-5 Impacts on wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.1. General noise
impacts from flaring are discussed in section 4.11.2.4.

PM12-6 Impacts on migratory birds are discussed in section 4.6.1.3;
impacts on threatened and endangered species are addressed in
section 4.7.

PM12-7 Purpose and Need of the Project is discussed in section 1.1..

PM12-8 The methods used to assess the alternatives are discussed in

section 3.0.
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CERTIFICATE OF OFFICIAL REPORTER
This is to certify that the attached proceeding
before the FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION in the

Matter

Name of Proceeding:

Commonwealth LNG, LLC

Docket Ne.: CP19-502-000
CP18-502-001

Place: Virtual

Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2022

were held as herein appears, and that this i1s the original

transcript thereof for the file of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commissicn, and is a full correct transcripticn

of the proceedings.

Mike Williams

Official Reporter

192

Public Meeting Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1- JOHN ALLAIRE

Document Accession #: 20220412-5239 Filed Date: 04/12/2022 INDI-1 See reSpOnSe to comment PMS-I

Comments on Al Number 221642, Permit Numbers 0560-00997-V0 and PSD-LA-841, and Activity
Numbers PER20210001 and PER20210002.

| am contesting approval of the aforementioned air permit application. | am a local property owner
whose Cameron residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of my 311 acres of
coastal wetlands are located within the Near Field Receptor area for air pollutants as detailed by
Commonwealth in their air permit application. My residence and the sensitive surrounding coastal
marsh habitat and wildlife will be directly affected by the continuous facilities noise, artificial lighting
and air emissions.

In Commonwealth LNG’s June 4, 2021 PSD air permit application they state that “The latest versions of
AERMOD (AERMOD v19191) and its associated preprocessors will be used for the refined modeling
compliance demonstration.” for their proposed project location. Commonwealth LNG states that
“Meteorological Data AERMOD requires observations of representative meteorological variables to
calculate the ambient concentrations produced by sources of air pollutant emissions. These data include
both surface and upper air meteorological observations. For the Commonwealth LNG Facility, the Lake
Charles Regional Airport (WBAN 03937) was selected as the representative site for both the surface and
upper air meteorological data. The Lake Charles Regional Airport is located approximately 41 km to the
north of the Project site, lying just on the northern edge of the marshlands and within the coastal plain
which are characteristic of the Project site, thus making it the most representative of the site
conditions.”

IND1-1

Air modeling conducted from a data source located 41kms from a pollutant source could not possibly
provide accurate and reliable outputs, especially given the strong influence of the Gulf of Mexico
creating a substantial difference in weather conditions between the proposed facility and Lake Charles.
See Figure 1 below. |would comment that metrological data obtained from the Lake Charles Regional
Airport is not the “most representative” of the surface observations necessary to perform accurate
AERMOD at the proposed project site. There isa NOAA meteorological station located less that 750ms
from the proposed project site. See Figure 2 below. The NOAA station records meteorological
observations on 6 minute intervals and has years of historical data that is readily available on the NOAA
website. If they wish to go forward with the permitting process at this location | would request that the
Commonwealth LNG's modeling be revised to include local data that is truly representative of the
proposed site conditions. Also this NOAA station will have the missing 2021 3" Quarter data that was
not captured at the Lake Charles Regional Airport.

| am sure that this oversight by the LADEQ and Commonwealth LNG with regard to local meteorological
data availability was unintended. That being said, | am concerned about the potential for other
oversights and errors in CWLNG's submittals to FERC, the State and other Federal agencies. For these
and other previously stated reasons the CWLNG air permit should be denied.

Thank for your attention to my concerns.
John Allaire

621 Gulf Beach Hwy Holly Beach, Louisiana 70631
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000, Al Number 221642, Permit Numbers 0560-00997-V0 and PSD-
LA-841, and Activity Numbers PER20210001 and PER20210002, for Commonwealth LNG (CWLNG)
Project

Air and Noise Impacts EIR 8 and EIR 9

My name is John Allaire, 621 Gulf Beach Hwy, Holly Beach, LA. My property in Cameron Parish adjoins
the western boundary of the proposed Commonwealth LNG export facility. | personally will be affected
daily by the CW air emissions if this permit to operate is approved as presented. FERC in an
Environmental Information Request 8 (EIR) submitted to CWLNG on September 20, 2021 and again on
December 5, 2021 FERC requested that CWLNG respond to an EIR for information related to air
pollutants. The agencies specifically requested that CWLNG provide isopleth maps which detailed “i.e.
concentration plumes, showing the full range for all criteria pollutants that have maximum modeled
concentrations that exceed the significant impact level (SIL) due to Project only Impacts;” As part of this
request CWLNG was instructed to “ii. Ensure that the locations where the NAAQS and exceeded (due to
cumulative impacts) are visually indicated in the figures.

CWLNG ignored the agencies first request for this information on September 2021 and in their
December 15, 2021 response they failed to visually indicate the locations where NAAQS were exceeded
due to cumulative impacts and from their direct project impacts. In Figure 1 of their December
response they failed to visually indicate my residence which in previous submittals was identified as
NSA3. See CW figures B2 and 1. Additionally, they did not include the communities of Cameron, Holly
Beach or Johnson Bayou in any of their mapping.

In Figure 4 of this response CWLNG again failed to include NSA3 (my Residence) which appears to be
surrounded by their 24-hour PM2.5 impact isopleth with no particulate matter being found on small

sections of their eastern and western proposed site boundaries. 1 would request an explanation on how IND2-1 IND2-1 The methods describing Commonwealth's modeling are provided
this is physically possible during calm weather conditions which can occur in this area at all times of the . .

year and with an annually predominate SE wind? Could this be due to inaccurate air modeling found in m .SCCtIOIl 4.11.1.7. These methods follow EPA and LDEQ

their air permit application resulting from using metrological data obtained from the Lake Charles guldance. Tables 4.11.1-8 and 4.11.1-9 prOVIde the modellng
Airport located 41 KM from the project site. Prior to further DEQ review of this air permit application results for Project and background Stationary and mobile sources

the DEQ should insist that CWLNG revise the air modeling using the local NOAA meteorological data.

This NOAA Weather Station CAPL-8768094 weather station is located 750m from the proposed project ln(:ludlng the distances from the Terminal in which Slgnlﬁcant

site. Once this revised modeling data is presented to the DEQ and public for review a second public impact level (SIL) values would be exceeded. Appendlx H
hearing should be held to review accurate revised air modeling emissions data. provides a tabular output of the model predictions for locations
In Figure 5 of this same response CWLNG again failed to include NSA3 or the local communities on their and distances from the Terminal in which EPA National Ambient
Isopleths. The map clearly shows the increased 1 hour levels of NO2 in the Hackberry, LA area related to Air Quality Standards (’NAAQS) would be exceeded within a

the Cameron LNG project. Amazingly, CWLNG’s Figure 5 does not show any NO2 impacts on the Holly
Beach area from the Venture Global LNG facility and their proposed facility. | would request an
explanation on how this is possible. |think a complete and thorough review of revised air permit
modeling data would be appropriate and necessary prior to approving any air permit for this facility.

50km range from the Project.

In Figure 8 of this response CWLNG again failed to include NSA3 in their isopleth. If NSA3 is added to
their isopleth my residence will clearly fall within the SIL zone. Based on the NO2 NAAQS exceedance
locations they identify on Figure 5 in the Hackberry area | would request a review of their modeling as

Document Accession #: 20220412-5240 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

the emissions from the existing Venture Global LNG facility and the proposed CWLNG facility do not

seem to appear to increase NO2 levels in the local area. IND2-1
| have included the aforementioned modified figures to reflect the locations of my residence and Holly
Beach and recent flaring photo from the Venture Global LNG Facility taken in April 2022, IND2-2 IND2-2 Comment noted.

If FERC and the LAEQ cannot assure the acceptable pollution levels at NSA3 and the local communities
from site construction, flaring and daily operations | request that the CWLNG permits not be granted.
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240 Filed Date: 04/12/2022
[ - Environmental Noise | Hoover & Keith Inc.
. Assessment Report 4033 Revision 5
ry Commonwealln LNG | Page 18 of 31

Figura B2: Normal Full Load Operation Ldn 55 Sound Contour

Appendix B: Figures
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240

Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Commonwealth LNG Project
FERC Docket No. CP18-502-000

Response to Environmental Information Request
Dated December 6, 2021

Submitted to FERC an December 15, 2021
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240

Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Commenwealth LNG Project
FERGC Docket No. CP18-502-000

Response to Environmental Infermation Request
Dated December 6, 2021

Submitted to FERC on December 15, 2021
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Commonwealth LNG Project
FERC Docket No. CP18-502-000

Response to Environmental Information Request
D December 6, 2021

Submitted to FERC on December 15, 2021
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5240 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

WVenture Global 4-9-2022 4:17 pm
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. ) IND3-1  See the response to comment PM8&-1.
Document Accession #: 20220412-5241 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Al Number 221642, Permit Numbers 0560-00997-V0 and PSD-LA-841, and Activity Numbers
PER20210001 and PER20210002, for Docket CP19-502-000 Commonwealth LNG {CWLNG) Project

I am a local property owner whose secondary residence is located directly west of the proposed project
site. All of my 311 acres of coastal wetlands are located within the Near Field Receptor area for air
pollutants as detailed by Commonwealth in their air permit application. | and the sensitive surrounding
coastal Chenier and marsh habitat and associated wildlife will be directly affected by the continuous
facilities noise, artificial lighting and air emissions. | am contesting approval of the aforementioned air
permit application.

In Commonwealth LNG’s September 15, 2021 Response to Environmental Information Request they
state that “The LDEQ Air Modeling Procedures document specifically identified the Lake Charles
Regional Airport as the primary meteorological data source for Southwest LA. “

Section 5.2.2, of the LDEQ Air Modeling Procedure document also states that the LDEQ will “determine
the appropriate meteorological stations for a facility on a “case by case” basis.” This LDEQ document
goes on to state that “a list of potential surface stations may be determined from
http://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/oa/climate/stationlocator.html.” In section 5.2.4. of the LDEQ document IND3-1
they state “ EPA considers on-site surface meteorological data to better reflect actual conditions at the
facility”. The NOAA climate locator clearly identifies the NOAA Weather Station CAPL-8768094, located
750meters (less than a half mile) from the site, as a representative source for accurate meteorological
data for air dispersion modeling.

Air modeling conducted from a data source located 41kilometers (more than 22 miles) from a pollutant
source could not possibly provide accurate and reliable model outputs for their current air permit
application. The strong influence of the Gulf of Mexico creates a substantial difference in meteorological
conditions between the proposed facility and Lake Charles Regional Airport.

As the LDEQ is tasked with determining the appropriate the meteorological station to obtain data on a
case by case basis. | would respectfully request that approval of the current air permit application be
denied until truly representative air and noise modeling has been conducted and included in a revised
air permit application. Please inform me of you decision with regard to these comments at the address
below.

Thank for your attention to this matter.
John Allaire

621 Gulf Beach Hwy

Holly Beach, Louisiana

70631
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IND4-1  Noise impacts on NSAs and FERC's associated conditions are
discussed in section 4.11.2.4 and 5.2.

Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

IND4-2  Comment noted. Commonwealth's air permit application with
Al Number 221642, Permit Numbers 0560-00997-VO and PSD-LA-841, and Activity Numbers LDEQ is described in section 4.11.1.7. Air quality and noise

PER20210001 and PER20210002, for Commonwealth LNG Project, Docket CP19-502-000, impacts are described in sections 4.11.1 and 4.11.2. Section

Contesting Permit Application Due to Air and Noise Impacts at NSA3 4.11.2 updates Commonwealth’s anticipated flaring duration.

In CWLNG's 2019 Air and Noise Assessment, Revision 2, Resource Report 9, Figure D-2 they clearly Addltlonally, the dGSIgn of the Calcasieu Pass LNG project 1s

indicated that my residence was located within the Ldn 55 foot print. Thank you to the agencies for substantially different what is proposed by Commonwealth;
recognizing my residence as NSA3. In CWLNG’s 2021 Air and Noise Assessment Revision 5 they therefore, the expected flaring durations of the two facilities
submitted a revised Figure B2 which magically compressed the western portion of their Ldn 55 sound cannot be compared directly.

contour to include only the eastern portion of my residence. See figure D2 and B2 below. As stated in IND4-1

their 2019 report the operational noise impact from normal full load facility operation will clearly exceed
the Ldn 55b sound level at NSA3.

In an Environmental Information Request to CWLNG dated December 6, 2021 the agencies requested
the following. “Given the proximity to NSA3 of the normal load operation day/night sound level (Ldn) in
Commonwealth’s noise modeling (Figure B2 in CWLNG's ENA.” They were asked to “provide sound
mitigation techniques or operations medifications that CW would implement to ensure noise levels are
below Ldn of 55 decibels on the A-weighted scale at the NSA3.” The mitigation measures that CWLNG
are proposing are the standard minimum noise mitigation measures used to reduce onsite noise levels
that facility operations personnel are exposed too. | am concerned that the proposed mitigation
measures will not be effective in sufficiently reducing the noise levels below Ldn of 55 at NSA3, Will
CWLNG shutdown operations until additional sound mitigation techniques or operational modifications
are implemented to achieve acceptable noise levels at NSA3, If these additional mitigation measures are
not effective in reducing the noise levels at NSA3 below Ldn of 55 decibels will they be permitted to
operate while exceeding required noise levels.

The CWLNG proposed three flare location are 800’ from my property boundary and 1700’ from my
residence. | have personally conducted numerous noise surveys in a major gulf coast refinery and know
that flare noise levels can easily exceed 140 dBs. CWLNG has to date failed to provide confirmation in
the ENA with regard to the anticipated noise levels from their flare operations at my residence, property
boundary or the surrounding environmentally sensitive marshlands. CWLNG has stated that the flares
will only be used during start-up and emergency operations. | have been observing the Venture Global
Calcasieu Pass LNG Export facility loading of the LNG tanker Yiannis which began on February 7, 2022.
Venture Global flared continuously for a period of 21 days during the Yiannis loading process. | have IND4-2
daily videos and photos to document this observation. | have included a few representative photos
below. Venture Global has continued to flare 24 hours a day 7 days a week as of this writing on April 9,
2022. Additional flaring documentation can be provided upon request. Will this be representative of
CWLNG's vessel loading and operating procedures? | am reiterating my request that the CWLNG ENA be
revised to include the noise levels at NSA3 related to operation of their flare systems, If CWLNG and
the LAEQ cannot assure the required acceptable noise levels at NSA3 from site construction, flaring and
daily operations | request that the air permits not be granted and the site seek an alternative location
for their project.

John Allaire 621 Gulf Beach HWY Holly Beach, Louisiana 70631
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

| .\ Environmental Noise Hoover & Keith Inc.

Assessment Report 4033, Revision 5
/ A Commonwealth LNG Page 19 of 31

Figure B2: Normal Full Load Operation Ldn 55 Sound Contour

Appendix B: Figures
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Yiannis Loading at Venture Global Cameron 2-7-2022

205
Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND4- JOHN ALLAIRE

Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

\

Yiannis Loading 2-15-22
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Yiannis loading 2-23-2022
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Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Yiannis Loading 2-27-2022

208
Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND4- JOHN ALLAIRE

Document Accession #: 20220412-5242 Filed Date: 04/12/2022

Venture Global 4-6-22 Flaring
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IND5-1  The external stormwater culvert referenced in the comment is

e e Baled Dabar Q5ULL/E0Z2 indicated in figure 2.1-1 and is described in section 2.1.1.5. As
described in section 4.4.1.1, Commonwealth proposes to consult
agencies such as OCM and NMFS for the design of the

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report stormwater culvert to ensure it would be constructed to maintain
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with regard to drainage and tidally hydrological flow from the wetlands west of the Terminal site to
influenced areas affected by this project. the Calcasieu River.

| am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands drain through main footprint of the proposed CWLNG site. lam a
degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. | have worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the IND5-2 Updated Proj ect impacts on wetlands and Commonwealth's
world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over twenty years of career were spent working in proposed miﬁgation are provided in section 4.4.2.

Louisiana. My credentials are available upon request. Much of my property is tidally influenced and will
be directly affected by the proposed project. | have been living at this site since 1998 and have
observed the tidal action in this area for 24 years. The current mapping of area drainage plan and tidally
influenced areas as presented in the DEIS are incomplete and inaccurate.

FERC has failed to include the following in their construction and operations facilities list. Accurate details
related to the External Stormwater Culvert issue. This External Stormwater Culvert is detailed on many
of the CWLNG project figures and engineering drawings. CWLNG plans to construct a massive external
Stormwater Culvert drainage system. On March 15, 2022, in a letter to TRC Environmental and CWLNG
the Louisiana Office of Coastal Management stated the following. “After careful review of your permit IND5-1
application for a Coastal Use Permit we have determined that they were unable to continue processing
of the application until we receive the following information:” “On 3/13/2022 OCM recieved an objection
to the proposed project from an adjacent landowner. The primary concern appears to be related to
drainage from his property to the Calcasieu Ship Channel. Please review his concerns (which | emailed
directly to Keith Suderman and Jim Leblanc) and provide a response addressing the adjacent landowner's
concerns.” See accompanying letter of correspondence between LA OCM and CWLNG, Processing of the
CWLNG Coastal Use Permit was suspended due to lack of specificity with regard to drainage issues related
to this project. The DESlincludes no information on how this issue will be resolved and is thus incomplete.

With regard to delineation of tidally influenced areas affected by this project FERC in a March 31, 2022
letter to NOAA NMFS the USACE stated the following “As of March 31, 2022, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers had not completed its official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it considers to be
tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site; therefore, the final acreage total of EFH that would be
affected by construction of the Project could vary from that presented here.” See footnote 2 in the IND5-2
second attachment. The DEIS presents “no official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it
considers to be tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site.” | contend that the amount of tidally
influenced wetlands as currently presented in the DEIS is inaccurate and greatly underreported. In this
DEIS the agencies have failed to disclose the extent of the tidally affected wetlands or the how the
adjacent area drainage will not be disrupted. How can the public be expected to respond intelligently to
the project’s environmental affects if this information is not disclosed. | respectfully request at a
minimum that FERC formally withdraw this incomplete DEIS until they can provide the public with
complete and accurate information related to this project. If these issues cannot be resolved | would
respectfully request that the appropriate agencies deny the permits needed to proceed with this
project at this environmentally productive and sensitive area. Thank for your attention to this matter.

John Allaire BS/MS Physical Sciences
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Documant Accession #: 20220511-508%

: 05/11/2022

THoMAs F. HARRIS
SECEETARY

JoHN BEL EDWARDS
GOVERMNOR

State of Louisiana

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICE OF COASTAL MANAGEMENT

03/15/2022

TRC ENVIRONMENTAL

8550 UNITED PLAZA BLVD SUITE 502
BATON ROUGE, LA 70809

Attn: Jim Leblanc

RE:  P20190900, Coastal Use Permit Application
COMMONWEALTH LNG LLC
Description: Proposed construction of a natural gas liquefaction and export facility
(LNG), which includes a 15,769 lincar feet long, 42-inch diameter natural gas
pipeline, six gas liquefaction processing units, six LNG storage tanks and one
marine loading berth (see Support Docs online OCM website for additional details).
Approx. 1,432,900 cy will be brought on site, 2,522 000 cy will be excavated and
placed onsite, and 90,000 cy will be excavated and hauled offsite.
Location: Lat 29-46-13.84 N/ Long -93-21-9.83 W (see project drawings for all
project site coordinates); S00 Gulf Beach Highway, Cameron.
Cameron Parish, LA

Dear Jim Leblanc:

Project Specific Requirements

On 3/13/2022 OCM recieved an objection to the proposed project from an adjacent
landowner. The primary concern appears to be related to drainage from his
property to the Calcasien Ship Channel. Please review his concerns (which [
emailed directly to Keith Suderman and Jim Leblanc) and provide a response
addressing the adjacent landowner's concerns.

This information is being requested pursuant to the Louisiana Administrative Code, Tide 43, Part I,
Chapter 7, § 723.¢.7 and must be submitted within 30 days of the date of this letter. In accordance

Post Othee Bux 44487 » Baton Rouge, Louisiana 7OR04-4487
&17 MWorch Third Srreer « 10ch Floor « Suite 1078 « Bamon Ruug\;, Louisiang TOR0Z
[225) 342.7591 & Fax{225) 342-5439 » J|trp:.-'.-'w\l'w_dnr.luui.t:tutlu.gm'

An Equal Opporunity Employer
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Document Accession #: 20220511-508% Filed Date: 05/11/2022

FZO TS, Comstal Use Permit Applic ation
COMMONWEALTH LMNG LLC

352012
Page 2

with the Rules and Procedures for Coastal Use Permits, Part 111 G( 1), we will resume processing your
application when the above information is received. Further information may be required based, on
your answers to the above questions or o questions which may arse during processing.

Please refer to the above Coastal Use Permit number when responding to this request. If you have
any questions, call me at (225) 342-0566.

Sincerely,

N .\
Ml W
Amelia Wolfe
Permit Analyst

AW

cc: Martin Mayer, COE w/attachment
COMMONWEALTH LNG LLC
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Document Accession #: 20220511-508% Filed Date: 05/11/2022

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
8388 First Street, NE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20426

OFFICE OF ENERGY PROJECTS In Reply Refer To:
OEP/DG2E/Gas 4
Commeonwealth LNG, LLC
Commonwealth LNG Project
Docket Nos. CP19-502-000 and
CP19-502-001

March 31, 2022
VIA Electromic Mail

Rusty Swafford

Acting Assistant Regional Admimistrator
National Manne Fishenies Service

Habitat Conservation Division, Southeast Region
rusty.swafford@noaa. sov

RE: Commonwealth LNG Project — Essential Fish Habitat Assessment
Dear Mr. Swafford:

Commonwealth LNG, LLC (Commeonwealth) filed an application with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) for authorization to construct, own, and operate
the Commonwealth LNG Project (Project). Commonwealth requests authonization
pursuant to section 3(a) of the Natural Gas Act (NGA) to construct, operate, and maintain
a liquefied natural gas (LNG) export Terminal and natural gas pipeline system in
Cameron Parish, Louisiana. The staff of the FERC issued a draft environmental impact
statement (EIS) for the Project on March 31, 2022, As required by the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, and as described in the EIS, I am
requesting an essential fish habitat (EFH) consultation with your office for the Project.

Commonwealth proposes to construct the following facilities as part of the
proposed Project:

. six liquefaction tramns at the Commonwealth LNG Terminal, each with a
nominal capacity of 1.4 million tons per annum of LNG for export, resulting
in the total nominal capacity of 8.4 million tons per annum;
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s1x LNG storage tanks, each with a net capacity of 50,000 cubic meters;

a new manne facility with one LNG vessel berth to accommeodate loading of
LNG vessels with capacities ranging from 10,000 to 216,000 cubic meters,

an LNG vessel and support vessel maneuvering area, and an overwater barge
dock:

an approximately 2,500-foot-long earthen stormwater culvert along the west
and south sides of the Terminal pennmeter to convey stormwater and drainage
from the wetlands west of the Terminal to the Calcasien River;

two flare systems;
utilities (e.g., electricity generation, water, plant air, nitrogen, hot o1l system);

operation and safety systems (e.g.. access and haul roads, storm protection
structures, stormwater dramage systems, spill contamment system, fire
suppression facilities, facihity lighting and security, emergency shutdown
systems);

appurtenant facilities (e g, admmistrative facilities, maintenance and
warehouse buildings, marine facility operator buwildings, equipment
enclosures and elecirical rooms); and

3.0 mles of 42-inch-diameter pipeline, including two inferconnection
facilities, one metering station, and one pig' launcher facility;

refer to the EIS for maps and other Project-specific information.

The proposed Project would require dredging and in-water pile driving to
construct the LNG vessel berth and bienmial dredging to maintain the depth of the

Construction of the LNG terminal would permanently fill 11.9 acres of

tidally influenced emergent wetlands ? 1.6 acres of tidal slough habitat, and 1.2 acres
of open water; and construction of the pipeline would temporanly affect about 43.6
acres of tidally mfluenced emergent wetlands along the 3.0-mile night-of-way and

A “pig”

15 a device that travels within a pipeline and is used to clean and dry the pipeline and/or

to inspect it for damage or cotrosion
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permanently fill 0.3 acre of tidally influenced emergent wetlands to construct the
aboveground facilities. Essential Fish Habitat for post larval and juvenile stages of
white shrimp, brown shrimp, red drum, red snapper, gray snapper, lane snapper, gray
triggerfish, cobia, greater amberjack, king mackerel, Spanish mackerel, scalloped
hammerhead shark, blacktip shark, and Atlantic sharpnose shark occurs i the Project
area. We request that NMFS consider the draft EIS (section 4.6.3) as our mitiation of
EFH consultation. We will update our EFH assessment and consultation with NMFS,
if necessary, as we recetve additional Project information from Commonwealth.

We request any potential recommendations you may have for EFH conservation
measures and request your ultimate concurrence with our assessment. If you have any
questions or concerns regarding this request, please contact Nancy Fox-Fernandez,
environmental project manager, at (202) 502-8559.

Sincerely,

Dy Fffenes

Danny Laffoon,

Chief, Gas Branch 1

Division of Gas — Environment
and Engieering

Cc:  VIA Electronic Mail

January Murray

NOAA Fishernes

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Habatat Conservation Division

January Murmay(@noaa.gov
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IND6-1 Section 4.4.1.1 provides an updated description of the area
referred to in the comment, which the COE characterizes as a
“special aquatic site”. Sections 4.6.2 and 4.6.3 describe the
aquatic habitats and species present in this area, including
estuarine oyster reef habitat.

Document Accession #: 20220517-5047 Filed Date: 05/17/2022

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS
Report (DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with Regard to the
Proposed CWLNG Marine Berth Assessment

I am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of IND6-2 See response to IND6-1.
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands adjoin Section 28 of the proposed CWLNG site. I am a degreed
professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. I have worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the
world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over 40 years of my career were spent working in
Texas and Louisiana drilling for, producing and refining oil and gas reserves for consumption by US
consumers, manufacturers and industries. My credentials are available upon request.

The DEIS Introduction makes the following statement under the Aquatic Resources heading. “Construction
of the Terminal’s marine facility would require dredging/excavation of 55.0 acres (mostly in tidal estuarine
habitat) and driving concrete and steel pilings in water with vibratory and impact pile drivers. Potential
impacts from these activities include increased sedimentation, turbidity, and neise levels, which could
adversely affect aquatic resources. The aquatic species within the Project area are accustomed to regular
fluctuations in turbidity levels from industrial activity and strong tidal currents within the Calcasieu Ship
Channel. Commonwealth would use a hydraulic dredge with a suction cutter head, which would minimize
the resuspension of sediments and associated turbidity during dredging. Further, the soft. unconsolidated
sediments in the Project area experience frequent cycles of tidal-related scour and deposition, which favors
organisms that are adapted to a frequently changing substrate environment. These organisms would
therefore recover quickly after construction. We conclude that sedimentation and turbidity impacts on
aquatic resources from dredging would be localized, temporary to short-term, and not significant.”

IND&-1

The reporting by CWLNG to the agencies that the existing sediments in the project area are soft and
unconsolidated, is a frequently changing substrate environment and resident organisms would recover
quickly after construction of the marine berth are incorrect. It is clear that a comprehensive evaluation of
this area was never conducted or incorrectly reported to the agencies. As a degreed geologist I can state
that the sediments in this area are neither soft nor unconsolidated. Smaller rocks that have washed off west
jetty since its construction which began in 1896 and the influx of sediments that drain into this arca from
the west have allowed the sediments in this flat to stabilize and provide a unique habitat that supports
oysters, barnacles, mussels and a wide variety of crabs and small bait fish. See map below for the North
and South oyster reef locations. North oyster reef coordinates areas follows: 29 46°03.807N, 93-20°52.05W.
South oyster reef coordinates are 29 46°01.19”W, 93 20750.89W.

The statement that these sediments experience frequent cycles of tidal-related scour and deposition is also
incorrect. While this area does experience frequent cycles of tidal-related events no scouring or
redisposition of sediments occurs at this location during normal tidal events. See the attached historical
photographs and videos of the consolidated sediments and oyster reefs in the CWLNG proposed marine IND6-2
berth location. It is clear that a comprehensive evaluation of this area was never conducted by CWLNG.

It would be impossible for these shallow water organisms to recover quickly and not be significantly
impacted in a 407 deep ship berth that will undergo periodic maintenance dredging. I have been wade fishing
the described area for 24 years with family and friends. This is one of the few stable hard bottom flats on
the entire western shoreline of the Calcasieu River. This site is a prized location for the local fishing guides
to bring their clients. A survey of the areas local fishing guides will confirm my observations and
statements.
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How can the public be expected to respond intelligently to the project’s environmental affects if incorrect
information is found in the DEIS. I respectfully request at a mininmm that FERC formally withdraw this
DEIS until they can provide the public with complete and accurate information related to this project. If | IND6-3 IND6-3 Comment noted.
these issues cannot be investigated and resolved I would respectfully request that the Under the No-
Action Alternative, the Project should not be permatted at this environmentally productive and sensitive
area.

Thank for your attention to this matter.

John Allaire BS/MS
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Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with Regard Flare Sighting and
Inaccurate Information in the DEIS

I am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site.  All of
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands are adjoin the western boundary of the proposed CWLNG site. Tam a
degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. 1 have worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the world’s
largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over 40 years of my carcer were spent working in Texas and
Louisiana drilling for, producing and refining oil and gas reserves for consumption by US consumers,
manufacturers and industries. My credentials are available upon request.

On page 2 of the introductory note of the DESI, FERC states the following. “The draft EIS addresses the
potential environmental effects of the construction and operation of the following project facilities:

¢ two flare systems;”

In all of the documents submitted to FERC from CWLNG and their contractor TRC they have stated that
they will utilize 4 flares for this project. CWLNG has identified three flare systems, consisting of a marine
flare, a wet flare, a dry flare and a spare flare. See attached CWLNG and TRC documents. The fact that
the basic components of the proposed facility cannot be presented accurately to the public for review and
comment again demonstrates that this DEIS is inaccurate.

All of the 4 proposed flares will be located in Estuarine Forest areas. In Section 2.2 Land Requirements of
the DESI FERC states the following: “Commonwealth would disturb 230.5 acres of land and open water
for construction of the Project and 153.1 acres during its operation. Of this, 152.8 acres would be
permanently disturbed at the Terminal site (including the 55.0 acres for the marine facility during both
construction and operation) and 0.3 acre would be permanently disturbed due to the aboveground facilities
associated with the Pipeline. The operational right-of-way for the Pipeline would measure 1.1 acres. Land
requirements for the Project are summarized in table 2.2-1.”

CWLNG has detailed flare exclusion zones on previous figures and TRC stated the following; “The thermal
exclusion zones and vapor dispersion zones remain within site boundaries, as does the thermal radiation
zone for the flare, in accordance with the siting requirements in 49 CFR Part 193 and other relevant
regulations, codes, and guidelines.” Nowhere in this document or in Table 2.2.1 are the Land Requirements
for the four flares and their exclusion zones defined or quantified. Is their plan to site the four flares in open
marsh land and Estuarine Forest with no fire protection buffer zone. Why are these exclusion zone acreages
not include in the land use assessments. This DEIS and previous submittals by CWLNG have failed to
provide imformation on how many acres of forest and wetlands these flare exclusion zones will effect for
public review and comment. Venture Global’s Calcasieu Pass facility flares are located in areas modified
with limestone to provide a fire protection buffer.

Another issue related to the plan for the four flares that are supposed to be utilized in emergency events is
that they are all located outside of their Hurricane Protection Wall. There are currently two shrimp boats
65 in length with 20° beams located in the Chenier forest area identified by CWLNG as WO3. See attached
photos and map of boat locations. Similar boats of this construction weight approximately 80,000 1bs.
These boats were driven into the Chenier and stranded during Hurricane Rita in 2005. What is to prevent
a similar event from destroying the unprotected flare lines to the CWLNG flares as they are currently
designed. According to CWLNG these flare lines are crucial to safe start-up, shutdown and operation of
the facility during emergency operations and in the event of a hurricane. This area of the coast has been hit

IND7-1

IND7-2

IND7-3
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IND7-2

IND7-3

See the response to comment PM8§-3.

Commonwealth's noted flare exclusion zones are specified as
personnel safety measures. Impacts on wetland or forest habitat
would not be expected within these areas.

As discussed in section 4.12.1.5, the components of the Terminal
that would be constructed outside of the stormwater protection
wall would be designed per applicable codes, inclusive of
elevation for the flood hazard area, wave, and wind loading.
Building elevations would be derived and confirmed during the
engineering of these structures, in a future stage of the project.
The flares would be designed to withstand wave loading during a
hurricane event
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Document Accession #: Filed Date: 05/19/2022

by 4 major hurricanes in the last 17 years. As it should be all of the Venture Global flares systems are
located within their hurricane protection walls. I would contend that the current design of the CWLNG flare
systems arc not and will not be protective of the environment during normal operation or in the event of an IND7-3
emergency.

The fact that the basic components of the proposed facility cannot be presented accurately to the public for
review and comment again demonstrates that this DEIS has been rushed and should be officially withdrawn
and revised with accurate and complete information. Additionally, the environmental and safety aspects of
an inappropriate flare system design for a coastal facility has not been considered in this DEIS. I IND7-4
respecttully request at a minimum that FERC formally withdraw this DEIS until they can provide the public
with complete and accurate information related to this project. If these issues cannot be investigated and
resolved I would respectfully request that the Under the No-Action Alternative, the proposed project should
not be permitted at this environmentally productive and sensitive arca.

Thank for your attention to this matter.

John Allaire BS/MS
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rimp. Boat §5° length by 20° Beam
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INDS is reclassified as CO6. See Non-Governmental Organizations
comment CO6.
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Document Accession #: 20220523-5010 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments on Introductory Statements with
Regard to Wildlife Resources and Project Sighting.

I am a local property owner whose residence 1s located directly west of the proposed project site. All of my 311
acres of coastal wetlands adjoin the western boundary of the proposed CWLNG site. I am a degreed professional
with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. I have worked as an Environmental Engineer,
Envirenmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in
the world. Over 40 years of my career were spent working in Texas and Louisiana drilling for, producing and
refining oil and gas reserves for consumption by US consumers, manufacturers and industries. My credentials are
available upon request.

In Section 4.4.1.1 of the DEIS titled Terminal FERC states the following: “A total of 95.9 acres of wetlands would
be impacted by construction of the Terminal, of which 89.6 acres would be permanently impacted for operations and
6.3 acres would be temporarily impacted during construction for a construction and laydown area. The 6.3 acres
that would be temporarily impacted for the construction and laydown area and 65.8 acres of the permanently
impacted area are EEM wetlands. The remaining permanent impact area consists of ESS (9.5 acres) and EFO (14.3
acres) wetlands. The majority (about 81 percent) of the Terminal site is comprised of wetlands.”

On Page 1-5 of the DEIS Introduction under heading Wildlife Resources FERC states the following: “The primary
impact on wildlife from construction of the Terminal and Pipeline would be the loss of estuarine emergent, scrub
shrub, and forested wetland habitats and chenier habitat, which provide nutrients, cover, shelter, and water for a vanety
of terrestrial and aquatic wildlife species, including waterfowl, wading birds, nesting birds, raptors, mammals, reptiles,
and amphibians. Construction of the Terminal and Pipeline could cause displacement, stress, and direct mortality of
individual wildlife species that use these types of habitats, Operation of the Terminal would result in increased noise,
lighting, and human activity that could disturb wildlife in the area and a reduction of usable habitat for most wildlife
species currently inhabiting the area. However, due to the existing heavy ship traffic and other industrial uses along
the Calcasieu Ship Channel, most wildlife in the area are likely accustomed to the noise and artificial lighting
associated with these activities. Operation of the Pipeline would require minimal lighting, activities, or other
disturbances that would affect wildlife.

The wetland and chenier habitats in the Project area are especially important as potential habitat for migratory
bird species, including songbirds, colonial nesting waterbirds, and raptors. The Project is within the Gulf Coast Prairie
Bird Conservation Region and the Chenier Plain Important Bird area. Chenier habitat provides critical in-transit
habitat for migrating birds prior to and after crossing the Gulf of Mexico. Commonwealth consulted with the FWS
and LDWF to determine measures Commonwealth would implement to avoid and minimize impacts on migratory
birds. Measures include attempting to adhere to a vegetation clearing-restriction window of March 1 through July 31,
adhering to FWS-recommended conservation measures related to minimizing impacts from flares and lighting,
conducting pre-construction fleld surveys for evidence of colonial nesting waterbird rookeries and consulting FWS
and LDWF 1f any are found, and protecting chenier habitat present in the Project area that would not be affected by
construction.

We conclude that constructing and operating the Project would not significantly affect wildlife populations
and wildlife habitat.”

Some of the statements and conclusions as stated in this DEIS are inaccurate and misleading. As stated above
“Chenier habitat provides critical in-transit habitat for migrating birds prior to and after crossing the Gulf of
Mexico.” Then FERC states “The primary impact on wildlife from construction of the Terminal and Pipeline would
be the loss of estuarine emergent, scrub shrub, and forested wetland habitats and chenier habitat, which provide
nutrients, cover, shelter, and water for a variety of terrestrial and aquatic wildlife species, including waterfowl,
wading birds, nesting birds, raptors, mammals, reptiles, and amphibians. Construction of the Terminal and Pipeline
could cause displacement, stress, and direct mortality of individual wildlife species that use these types of habitats.
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These are very true statements. They then to go on to conclude the following: “However, due to the existing heavy
ship traffic and other industrial uses along the Calcasieu Ship Channel, most wildlife in the area are likely
accustomed to the noise and artificial hghting associated with these activities.” This is an incorrect and misleading
conclusion. Permanent loss of 65.8 acres of Estuarine Emergent marsh and 14.4 acres of Estuarine Forest at the
project site will not only destroy that habitat it will significantly affect adjoining marshes and their resident species.
The existing Chenier forest and emergent marsh habitat you are describing, and CWLNG will be destroying,
currently provides a natural sound and light barrier from the existing heavy ship traffic and other industrial uses
along the Calcasieu Ship Channel. These existing features shield the existing migratory and resident wildlife species
from exactly the stress, and direct mortality of individual wildlife species from the increased noise, lighting, and
human activity described above. Removal of these existing barriers will destroy the wildlife habitat at the site and
cause a significant reduction of usable habitat for all of the wildlife species by degrading the habitat in the adjoining
marsh.

Inthe DEIS the following statement is made: “Measures include attempting to adhere a vegetation clearing-restriction
window of March 1 through July 31, adhering to FWS-recommended conservation measures related to minimizing
impacts from flares and lighting, conducting pre-construction field surveys for evidence of colonial nesting waterbird
rookeries and consulting FWS and LDWF if any are found, and protecting chenier habitat present in the Project area
that would not be affected by construction.”

This DEIS fails to define what “attempting to adhere a vegetation clearing-restriction window of March 1 through
July 31. Will adherence to this restriction be a permit condition or just an attempt to comply with as is stated above.
Either they are going to be required to adhere to restrictions or they will not adhere.

The second measure states that CWLNG will “adhere to FWS-recommended conservation measures related to
minimizing impacts from flares and lighting”. Venture Global Calcasieu Pass Facility flared almost continuously
from their commissioning date in January through the end of April. In a period from January 27, 2022 until April 27,
2022 Venture Global flared night and day thought out the prime neo-tropical bird migration period. There were S
only days during this 90 day period when they were not flaring. See attached photographs and I will provide additional
time and date stamped photos upon request. CWLNG states that they will be flaring only 12 days per vear in the
DEIS. Please define in the EIS what measures will be taken if the proposed project is approved to prevent similar
flaring events from occurring at the CWLNG site.

The third measure states that CWLNG will conduet pre-construction surveys for nesting bird colonies, [ have been
at the site on a daily basis for the past three months and have observed nesting mottled ducks, blue wing teal, black
bellied whistling ducks, American avocets, black neck stilts’ and many other species of shorebirds. Please confirm
that the appropriate agency representatives will assist in or witness these pre-construction surveys. Additionally, I
would request that these surveys will be used, in required annual follow up surveys, as a baseline for determining
that wild life populations and habitat have not be significantly affected as is stated by FERC in the DEIS. As a side
note several Black Rails have been located on the property adjoining the proposed CWLNG facility as recently as of
May 2022

How can the public be expected to respond intelligently to the project’s environmental affects if incomplete,
inaccurate and misleading information and conclusions are presented in the DEIS. [ respectfully requestata
minimum that FERC formally withdraw this DEIS until they can provide the public with complete and accurate
information related to this project. If these issues cannot be investigated and resolved [ would respectfully request
that the Under the No-Action Altemative, the Project should not be permitted at this environmentally productive and
sensitive area.

Thank for your attention to this matter

John Allaire BS/MS

IND10-1
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The potential impacts of the Project on wildlife species are
discussed in section 4.6.1.

As noted in section 4.6.1, if the construction schedule requires
clearing during the migratory bird nesting season,
Commonwealth would consult with the FWS regarding
appropriate methods to minimize impacts on migratory birds.

Commonwealth's revised flaring duration and the potential
impacts of flaring on migratory birds are provided in
provided in sections 2.1.1.4,4.6.1.3, and 4.11.2.4

As noted in section 4.6.1, Commonwealth would
conduct field surveys for colonial waterbird nesting
colonies using qualified biologists no more than 2
weeks prior to the commencement of construction,
should construction clearing occur between February
15 and September 15.
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Document Accession #: 20220523-5039 Filed Date: 05/23/2022 IND12-1 Comment noted.

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS
Report (DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with Regard to Project
Purpose, Conclusions and Bias.

I am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands are adjoin the western boundary of the proposed CWLNG site. Tam a
degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. Ihave worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the
world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over 40 years of my career were spent working in
Texas and Louisiana drilling for, producing and refining oil and gas reserves for consumption by US
consumers, manufacturers and industries. My credentials are available upon request.

Commonwealth states that the purpose and objective of the proposed Project is “to liquefy and export to
foreign markets, domestically produced natural gas sourced from the existing interstate and intrastate
pipeline systems of Kinetica and Bridgeline, respectively, in southwest Louisiana.” FERC

In the DEIS Introduction under the Sociceconomics section FERC states the following: “Construction of
the Project would result in minor positive economic impacts due to increases in construction jobs, payroll
taxes, purchases made by the workforce, and expenses associated with the acquisition of material goods
and equipment. Operation of the Project would have a minor positive effect on the local governments” tax
revenues due to the increase in property taxes that would be collected. Construction of the Project would
not have a significant adverse impact on local populations, employment, and provision of community
services, housing, or property values.

FERC goes on the state: “The proposed Project would have a range of impacts on the environment and on
individuals living in the vicinity of the Project facilities, including environmental justice populations. Based
on the scope of the Project and our analysis of the Project’s impacts on the environment, we have determined
Project-related impacts on wetlands, surface water. aquatic resources, visual resources, recreation,
socioeconomics, traffic, noise, and air quality may adversely affect the identified environmental justice
communities. In general, the magnitude and intensity of the impacts would be greater for individuals and
residences closest to the Project’s facilities and would diminish with distance. Based on our analysis. the
impacts experienced by the environmental justice communities in the Project area would not be
predominately borne by the environmental justice community. Therefore, impacts would not be
disproportionately high and adverse as the Project would not be located in an environmental justice
community and the closest residents are not located in an environmental justice community.” Yes these
impacts will be borne by all of the local communitics. “However, environmental justice communities
would experience significant impacts associated with the viewshed of the new Terminal facilities.
Regarding environmental justice communities, we have determined environmental justice communities in
the study area would experience cumulative impacts on wetlands, surface water, aquatic resources,
socioeconomics, traffic, noise, air quality, greenhouse gas (GHG) and significant visual cumulative impacts
related to the Project and the additional projects within the respective geographic scopes of the Project.” In
these comments FERC mentions several adverse affected communities and significant and cumulative
impacts on the environment and the local communities which are somewhat diminished with distance. 1
would agree with this part of FERC’s conclusions that the further away from this proposed noisy, pollution
spewing, wetlands destroying, wildlife taking and veiwshed altering facility the impacts will be reduced.

IND12-1

FERC goes on to state: “Independent of whether the Project is constructed, other LNG export projects
may still be developed in the Gulf Coast region or elsewhere in the United States and these projects would
cause both adverse and beneficial impacts on the environment. Under the No-Action Alternative, the
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Project would not be developed and Commonwealth’s objective of liquefying and exporting natural gas to
foreign markets would not be realized.” Under the NO-Action Alternative the exporting of natural gas to
foreign markets would not be realized and costs of energy for US domestic consumers, manufacturers and
industries would be reduced leading to decreased inflation and lower domestic prices for goods and
services, As has been reported in many studies the people on the lower economic ladder and fixed
incomes suffer the most with increased inflation. In recent publications the US Energy Information
Administration (USELA) has reported that increases in domestic use of dirty coal by US electric power
providers, In an August 2021 report, the USEIA reported that higher US natural gas prices could be tied
directly to rising consumption for sectors other than electric power providers and growth in exports of
LNG. How is expanded permitting of these energy export terminals consistent with the public interest.

In the DEIS Introduction under title Cumulative Impacts FERC states the following: “Owur analysis of
cumulative impacts includes other projects in the vicinity of the proposed Commonwealth Project that could
affect the same resources as the Project in the same approximate timeframe. We generally conclude that
the potential impacts of the Project, when combined with the impacts from the other projects considered in
the geographic scopes. would not result in a significant impact on resources.” These statements are
inaccurate, 80 % of the Global Venture Calcasicu Pass facility was built on mostly predisturbed land. The
GV facility was built on land that was used to deposit dredge spoils during the construction of the Calcasien
River Ship Channel beginning in the 1920 and in subsequent maintenance dredging projects. Much of the
Global Venture site was also part of the former Calcasien Pass Gas Field. This changed the entire dynamics
of the Global Venture project site. Piles of dredge spoils and old well locations at the Venture Global
project site can be observed on USGS quadrangle maps. See attached USGS 1982 Cameron Quadrangle.
80% of the Global Venture facility was built on pre disturbed land.  Less than 15% of the proposed
CWLNG pipeline, marine berth and facility footprints has been disturbed by other than minor human
activity. Global Ventures project EIS described the following for permanent wetlands loss: 20.9 acres of
estuarine emergent wetlands (EEM), .7 acres of estuarine serub-serub and 0 acres of estuarine forest. The
CWLNG DEIS lists the permanent loss of 65.8 acres of estuarine emergent wetlands, 20.9 acres of estuarine
forest (Chenier’s) and 9.5 acres of estuarine scrub-scrub which is prime black rail habitat. No accurate
comparative conclusion can be drawn between clearing estuarine forest, backfilling EEM and concreting
over Chenier’s and wetlands at the CWLNG proposed location and what has occurred at the GV facility.

FERC also states “Commonwealth’s proposed mitigation measures would minimize or offset Project
impacts on local resources.” There is no way that any proposed mitigation measures can minimize or
offset the loss of these Chenier and wetland habitats that took nature tens of thousands of years to create.

With regard to bias in preparing this document I noted the following. In the List of Preparers for the
DEIS not one of the 34 preparers listed an academic credential from a State of Louisiana institution of
higher leaming, college or university. I am very concerned with the apparent location bias in sighting
these projects in Louisiana and Texas. I am also very concerned about the increasing detrimental effects
of energy and consumer product inflation on lower and fixed income families in the US due to FERC’s
continued permitting of these energy export facilities. I respectfully request that FERC implement the
NO-Action Alternative for this and other similar domestic energy export projects.

Thank for your attention to this matter.
John Allaire BS/MS Physical Sciences

IND12-2
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IND12-4

IND12-5
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IND12-5

Purpose and Need is discussed in section 1.1. The
Commission will determine if the project meets the public
interest standard provided in section 3(a) of the Natural
Gas Act. 15 U.S.C. § 717b(a).

See the response to comment PM10-1.

See the response to comment CO2-29.

The subject of preparer bias is addressed in the response
to comment PM8-7. Regarding the commenter's
statement of location bias in siting projects in Louisiana
and Texas, the oil and gas industry is well established in
Louisiana and Texas and the location of these projects
does not indicate bias against the states. The Project
Purpose and Need is discussed in section 1.1.
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IND13-1 Discussion of Commonwealth’s newly proposed BUDM
site in place of the previously proposed DMPA is provided
in sections 2.5.1.1. and 4.4.2.2.

Document Accession #: 20220523-5041 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report (DEIS)
Dated March 31, 2022. Comments on Ocean Dumping

I am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site.
All of my 311 acres of coastal wetlands are adjoin the western boundary of the proposed
CWLNG site. My property includes 3000” of shoreline on the Gulf of Mexico which is directly
north of the proposed dumping area for the CWLNG dredge spoils. See attached USGS map. 1
am a degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. I have
worked as an Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental
Manager for one of the world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over 40 years of
my career were spent working in Texas and Louisiana drilling for, producing and refining oil and
gas reserves for consumption by US consumers, manufacturers and industries. My credentials
are available upon request.

In Commonwealth’s Response for Information Request Dated February 18, 2022, in which
Commonwealth responded to FERC’s inquiry regarding dredge disposal locations and the
mitigation of impacts to estuarine water bottoms Commonwealth responded that they abandoned
their plans to mitigate by BUDM and instead were utilizing compensatory mitigation credits and
coordinating with the Corps to conduct near shore disposal of the marine berth dredge material.

In the introduction of the DEIS CWLNG or FERC stated that the Dredging of the marine facility
and subsequently placing the dredge spoils at a nearshore dredge materials placement area
(DMPA) would temporarily affect 47.0 acres of estuarine mud bottom and estuarine water
column at the marine facility and 1,100 acres of nearshore marine non-vegetated bottom and
marine water column at the DMPA. FERC concludes that sedimentation and turbidity impacts IND13-1
on aquatic resources from dredging would be localized, temporary to short-term, and not
significant. I disagree and would refer to 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 220-229.

Under the MPRSA, EPA is responsible for establishing criteria for reviewing and evaluating
permit applications. EPA is responsible for issuing ocean dumping permits for materials other
than dredged material. In the case of dredged material, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) is responsible for issuing ocean dumping permits, using EPA’s environmental criteria.
Permits for ocean dumping of dredged material are subject to EPA review and written
concurrence. EPA is also responsible for designating and managing ocean disposal sites for all
types of materials.

EPA and USACE together develop site management and monitoring PLANS (SMMPs) for each
designated ocean dredged material disposal site. EPA’s Ocean Dumping Management Program,
ofien in coordination with USACE, conducts oceanographic surveys at these ocean disposal sites
to evaluate environmental conditions at the site and to determine what management actions may
be needed. There were no oceanographic surveys provided in this DEIS at this ocean disposal
site to evaluate environmental conditions at the site and to determine what management actions
may be needed. It is required that the public be provided with this information so they may
comment on the site management and monitoring plans prior to agency approvals.
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IND13-1 Discussion of Commonwealth’s newly proposed BUDM
site in place of the previously proposed DMPA is provided
in sections 2.5.1.1. and 4.4.2.2.

Document Accession #: 20220523-5041 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

EPA’s ocean dumping regulations are published at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 220-
229, and include the criteria and procedures for ocean dumping permits and for the designation
and management of ocean disposal sites under the MPRSA. In addition, USACE has published
regulations under various provisions of 33 CFR 320, 322, 324, 325, 329, 331, and 335-337.
Nowhere in this DEIS is there documentation of the EPA’s PLAN review of this proposed permit IND13-1
for ocean dumping of dredged material and no EPA written concurrence is provided for public
review or comment. This information is required as is detailed in 40 code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) 220-229, Title 33, Section 1412 (3), Dredged Material Disposal Sites. In the case of
dredged material disposal sites, the EPA Administrator, in conjunction with the Secretary of
ACOE, shall develop a site management PLAN for each site designated pursuant to this section.
In developing such PLANS, the Administrator and the Secretary shall provide opportunity for
public comment.

Such PLANS shall include, but not be limited to— (A) a baseline assessment of conditions at the
site: (B) a program for monitoring the site: (C) special management conditions or practices to be
implemented at each site that are necessary for protection of the environment: (D) consideration
of the quantity of the material to be disposed of at the site, and the presence, nature, and
bioavailability of the contaminants in the material; (E) consideration of the anticipated use of the
site over the long term. including the anticipated closure date for the site, if applicable, and any
need for management of the site afier the closure of the site; and (F) a schedule for review and
revision of the plan (which shall not be reviewed and revised less frequently than 10 years after
adoption of the plan, and every 10 vears thereafter).

Section 1413 goes on to state that the Dumping permit program for dredged material (a) Issuance
by Secretary of the Army Subject to the provisions of subsections (b), (¢), and (d) of this section,
the Secretary may issue permits, after notice and opportunity for public hearings, for the
transportation of dredged material for the purpose of dumping it into ocean waters, where the
Secretary determines that the dumping will not unreasonably degrade or endanger human health,
welfare, or amenities, or the marine environment, ecological systems, or economic potentialities.

Nowhere in this DEIS is there documentation of the EPA’s or the ACOE’s PLAN or review of
this proposed permit for ocean dumping of dredged material and no EPA written concurrence is
provided for public review or comment as is required by is required in 40 code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) 220-229 Title 33. Without this required information, neither the sister
agencies, interested groups or the public can properly evaluate nor comment on the severity of the
adverse effects of the CWLNG disposal Plan. Based on lack of statutorily required information,
public notice and opportunity for public hearings in this DEIS I respectively request the No action
alternative be selected for this proposed project.

John Allaire BS/MS Physical Sciences
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IND14-1 The summary text in section 4.13.2.9 states NSA 2 is
approximately 0.4 mile to the west of the proposed
Terminal. As noted, this is an approximation. NSA 2 is

approximately 0.35 mile west of the proposed stormwater
Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report protection wall on the west side of the Terminal. Section
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments on Noise Concerns at NSA 2

Document Accession #: 20220523-5120 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

4.11.2 provides more specific distances to NSA 2.

Contesting Permit Application Due to Noise Impacts at NSA2.

FERC states on page 4-422 of the DEIS the following: “The nearest NSA to the proposed

Terminal, is an RV site used as a year-round residence by the landowner (NSA 2), is

approximately 0.4 mile to the west.” “Terminal construction is estimated to last 36 to 38 months

and would involve disturbance of the entire site and surrounding area.” To be accurate the IND14-1
recently re-designated NSA 2 is located less than 1900” from the CWLNG liquefaction Plant,

less than 1800° from their main flare system and only 750" from their facility boundary where

construction activities would occur.

Federal Regulatory Statute 18 CFR § 157.206(b)(5)(D))(5) states the following

(1) The noise attributable to any new compressor station, compression added to an existing
station, or any modification, upgrade or update of an existing station, must not exceed a day-
night level (Ldn) of 55 dBA at any pre-existing noise-sensitive area (such as schools, hospitals,
or residences).

(ii) A compressor facility installed under this section must be designed to meet the following
noise emissions criteria. For each new compressor station facility, and for each addition or
meodification to an existing compression station, the blanket certificate holder must file a noise
survey with the Secretary within 60 days of placing the facility in service.

The DEIS states the following: “Operation of the Terminal site would produce noise on a
continuous basis. Many of the dominant noise sources (compressor piping and air coolers)
would be at elevations of more than 20 feet above grade and, as such, may have a greater
influence on NSAs than if ground based.”

FERC states that “Excavation and dredging would be required to construct the marine facility and
create a berthing area for LNG carriers. Commonwealth would excavate the upland area associated
with the marine facility using a land-based excavator. Commonwealth would dredge the open
water associated with the marine facility using a barge-mounted cutterhead suction dredge.
Dredging would begin within the first nine months of construction and last for 17 months
(Commonwealth would also dredge the marine facility footprint every two years during operation,
which would require approximately 7 days to complete). Dredging would be conducted on a
continuous, 24-hour schedule and in accordance with COE and USCG regulations and FWS and
NOAA guidelines to minimize potential impacts on protected species.

Primary noise sources from dredging activities would include diesel engines with associated
pumps, as well as a tugboat used to position the dredge for in-water activities and construction
equipment and dump trucks for transportation of soils and other materials on land. Table 4.11.2-
5 provides the modeled noise impacts for the dredging activities at NSAs 1 and 2. Given the broad
extent along the Terminal shoreline that dredging would occur, Commonwealth modeled the
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The modeling results indicate that the total noise impacts (Leq) during peak construction
activities (table 4.11.2-3), and the maximum noise impacts (Lmax) during peak pile driving (table
4.11.2-4), would exceed expected ambient sound levels at NSAs 1 and 2 by more than 10 dBA
(i.e., the increase in noise would be perceived as twice as loud as ambient conditions). The total
construction noise impacts appear to be driven by Leg values of the civil works activities (i.e., earth
moving equipment). However, the modeled results are considered as worst-case scenarios; these
increases over ambient noise would be short term and would oceur primarily during daytime hours,
The only construction activities to occur during nighttime hours would be dredging operations
(table 4.11.2-5). Dredging would increase noise relative to ambient levels at NSA 1 by
approximately 5 dBA. which would also exceed the 55 dBA threshold. Therefore, we recommend
that:

* Prior to the end of the draft EIS comment period, Commonwealth should file with the
Secretary a dredging noise mitigation plan that includes the measures it would
implement to reduce the projected nighttime (10 pm to 7 am) noise levels to at or
below 55 dBA Lgy at NSA 1, and how it would monitor the noise levels during
dredging activities. Be aware that a calibrated and certified continuous noise monitoring
system with a data recorder will be installed at NSA2 upon beginning of any dredging or
construction activities if this proposed project is permitted. If any civil construction or

IND14-2

Document

Accession #: 20220523-5120 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

dredging activities exceed the 55dBA Ldn at NSA 2. | would then request that the CWLNG
be ordered, not recommended, to implement a construction and dredging mitigation plan
prior to resuming aforementioned activities similar to the recommendation indicated for
NSAlin this document.

IND14-2

247

IND14-2

The recommendations in the final EIS are those of the
FERC environmental staff. If the Commission authorizes
the Commonwealth LNG Project, FERC staff
recommends that the measures listed in section 5.2 be
included as specific conditions in the Commission’s
Order.
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IND14-3 See section 4.11.2.4, in which we provide noise conditions
related to operational noise levels and recommend approaches
for Commonwealth to comply with the requirement of

operating the Terminal at noise levels below an L, of 55
Be aware that a calibrated and certified continuous noise monitoring system with a data recorder IND14-3 dBA.

will be installed at NSA2 upon beginning of operations of this facility. If operation of this facility
noise levels exceed the 55dBA Ldn at NSA 2. I would then request that the CWLNG shutdown
until a noise mitigation system be installed and tested prior to resuming operation of the facility.

Document Accession #: 20220523-5120 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

: : bt : . IND14-4 See comment PM8-2.
As noted in section 2.1.1.4 of the DESI FERC states the following: “the Terminal would include
two flare systems, one associated with the liquefaction facilities and one associated with the
marine facility, for venting excess natural gas, if necessary, during maintenance,
startup/shutdown, and upset activities. Outside of emergency situations, Commonwealth
estimates flaring would be required for approximately 5 days during startup of the Terminal and
then for no more than 12 hours during the first year of operation and 6 hours per year in
subsequent years.” Commonwealth expects the durations of different emergency events to last
approximately 1 hour per event at likely frequencies of once every 3, 5, or 25 vears depending on
the emergency type. Commonwealth expects shutting down the Terminal due to a hurricane
would require 6 hours of flaring (i.e., one hour per train). which would represent the largest
flaring event. The noise associated with the flare operation as detailed above will clearly exceed
the requirements detailed in Statute 18 CFR § 157.206(b)(5)(i))(5) at the propose project
location.

Venture Global Calcasieu Pass Facility flared almost continuously from their commissioning date
in January through the end of April. In a period from January 27, 2022 until April 27, 2022 Venture | IND14-4
Global flared night and day thought out the prime neo-tropical bird migration period. There were
5 only days during this 90 day period when they were not flaring. See attached photographs and 1
will provide additional time and date stamped photos upon request for the aforementioned months
and the month of May 2022 if requested. They continue to flare as I prepare this document. Not
only can I see both of Global Venture’s flares with the current northeast wind I can hear their flares
operating from my patio. See attached photo from 3-22-22, CWLNG states that they will be flaring
only 12 days per year in the DEIS. Please define in the EIS what measures will be taken if the
proposed project is approved what is to prevent similar flaring events from occurring at the
CWLNG site.

Start-up and normal operations-related flaring activity would not result in noise levels in
exceedance of the 55 dBA threshold at either NSA. Emergency flaring activities could result in
maximum (Lmax) and day-night (L) noise levels upwards of 70 dBA at both NSA 1 and 2.
However, these events would be, by definition, emergency events and would be temporary
(approximately 1 hour in duration) or during times when the NS As are unlikely to be populated
(i.e., during hurricane evacuations). FERC states the following about flare operations:
“Therefore, we conclude noise impacts from flaring would not be significant.” The noise
associated with the flare operation as detailed above will clearly exceed the requirements
detailed in Statute 18 CFR § 157.206(b)(5)(i))(5) at the propose project location.
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IND14-5 Section 4.11.2 has been revised to reflect that the
Dopamgdt. Hcrunaion #5 202203255120 Eiled Dabes Q5y23/2022 anticipated duration for dredging is 5 months. Impacts
related to construction activities are considered temporary.
Section 4.11.2 also contains our recommendation that
In their Noise Conclusions found page 4-263 of the DEIS FERC draws the following Commonwealth monitor construction noise levels between
conclusions. 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. and restrict noise attributable to

construction activities to no more than 55 dBA L, (48.6
dBA) at NSAs 1 and 2.

4.11.2.5 Noise Conclusions

Construction activities are projected to last approximately 36 months. Civil works (i.e., earth
moving) could result in noise impacts greater than 55 dBA at NSA 2: pile driving maximum
noise levels (Lmax) during the peak construction period would result in noise impacts greater than
55 dBA at NSAs 1 and 2;

With 1mp!ementatmn o.f an effective noise mitigation plan for dredgmg,.the increases in noise IND14-5 IND14-6 Comment noted. Commission staff has included the
levels during construction would be short-term (how is 36 months considered short term) and

would occur during daytime hours (7 a.m. to 10 p.m.) (The January sunset in Cameron Louisiana recommendations in SeCtl'()n 4.11.2.4 to ensure the noise
occurs at about 6pm). Based on the analyses conducted and our recommendations, we conclude levels are met. As noted in our response to comment
that operation of the Terminal would not result in significant noise impacts on the NS As. IND14-2, the recommendations in the final EIS are those

The facts as presented in the DEIS detail that the operational noise levels at NSA2 are only .4 of the FERC environmental staff. If the Commission

Lan below required noise requirements. Even FERC questions these numbers and recommends, IND14-6 authorizes the Commonwealth LNG Project, FERC staff
not requires) that a statutorily required noise survey be conducted. The construction and flare recommends that the measures listed in section 5.2 be
noise levels as presented in the DEIS exceed regulatory requirements. One can only conclude included as specific conditions in the Commission’s

that the noise levels at NSA2 will not meet the regulatory requirements. I request that the No Order

Action Alternative for this proposed project be selected.
John Allaire

621 Gulf Beach HWY Holly Beach, Louisiana 70631
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IND15 is reclassified as CO8. See Non-Governmental
Organizations comment COS.
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Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with regard to tidally influenced
areas affected by this project.

| am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands drain through main footprint of the proposed CWLNG site. lam a
degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. | have worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the
world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over twenty years of career were spent working in
Louisiana. My credentials are available upon request. Much of my property is tidally influenced and will
be directly affected by the proposed project. | have been living at this site since 1998 and have
observed the tidal action in this area for 24 years. The current mapping of area drainage plan and tidally
influenced areas as presented in the DEIS are incomplete and inaccurate.

With regard to delineation of tidally influenced areas affected by this project FERC in a March 31, 2022
letter to NOAA NMFS the USACE stated the following: “As of March 31, 2022, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers had not completed its official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it considers to be
tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site; therefore, the final acreage total of EFH that would be
affected by construction of the Project could vary from that presented here.” The DEIS presents to the
sister agencies or the public “no official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it considers to be
tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site.”

| contend that the amount of tidally influenced wetlands as currently presented in the DEIS is inaccurate
and greatly underreported. In this DEIS the agencies have failed to disclose the extent of the tidally
affected wetlands or the how the adjacent area drainage will not be disrupted. | conducted a limited
study of the of the tidal elevations at the tidal drains that connect the water body identified on CWLNG IND16-1 Updated Pr()ject impacts on wetlands and Commonwealth's
wetland delmeat:or;l maps as CQZ with the property‘ south of Stajte HW\IJ' 27. See the map below. The proposed mitigation are discussed in section 4.4.2.

attached Power Point presentation shows the locations of the tidal drains located along HWY 27, These
tidal drains are located under the road and provide tidal flow into the marsh south of Hwy 27. The SW
tidal drain is located on Section 27 which adjoins section 28 of the proposed CWLNG project site. GPS
coordinate of the SW and NE tidal drains are provided along with a photo of the SW tidal drain.

Slides 4 -7 in the PowerPoint presentation are date and time stamped and show the tidal levels at that
moment in time. This series of photos detail the tidal elevation variations south of HWY 27 over the last
2 weeks. Additional photos and tidal elevations were collected and can be provided upon request.
These tidal readings vary by as much as 10.16 inches over period of this study. CWLNG Figure 9, which is
included in the Power Point presentation, details the Mean High Water elevations = to +.88'NAVD
elevations that are flooded by high tide events. These events occur regularly at this site.

In addition the high tides this weekend over topped the gulf shore line dunes and flooded tidal water
into water body SLO1 which is identified on the aforementioned wetland delineation map. Photos and
videos can be provided upon request.

How can the public be expected to respond intelligently to the project’s environmental affects if tidal
information is not provide in this DEIS. | respectfully request at a minimum that FERC formally withdraw
this incomplete DEIS until they can provide their sister agencies and the public with complete and
accurate information related to this project.

Document Accession #: 20220524-5014 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

If FERC is unable to provide complete and accurate information with regard to the aforementioned issue
| would respectfully request that FERC select the NO Action alternative for this project at this IND16-1
environmentally productive and sensitive area. Thank for your attention to this matter.
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Doocument Aocesaion #¢ 20220524-5014 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

HWY 27 Drainape locations HWY 27 East Drain 29°46'27.84"N 93°21'6.85"W
under HWY 27 to water body

CO2 and tidally influenced
areas at the project site

HWY 27 West Drain
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Document Accession #: 20220524- M‘;h

South east tidal flow culvert
located on Section 27 adjoining the
proposed CWLNG site. Looking
East. Tidal flow to and from water
body CO2 located at 29*46'15 46"
M by 93*21'31 47" W. A second
tidal flow culvert is located on
Section 30 at location

20*46"27 A0"N by 93*21" 06 BA™W.
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Document Aocession #: 202205

Tidal elevation
65.80 tens/ft SW
Tidal Culvert
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Dooument Ahocesaion #: 20220524-50148

Tidal Elevation
67.20 tens/ft SW
Tidal Culvert
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Document Aocagsion #: 20220524-5

Tidal elevation
62.60 tens/ft SW
Tidal Culvert
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Tidal elevation
62.20 tens/ft SW
Tidal Culvert

05/18/2022 21:12

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND16- JOHN ALLAIRE

Document Accession #: 20220524-5014

Tidal elevation
70.60 tens/ft SW
Tidal Culvert
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IND17- JOHN ALLAIRE
IND17-1 Comment noted. See section 4.8.2.
Document Accession #: 20220524-5020 Filed Date: 05/24/2022
Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 for Commonwealth LNG Project IND17-2 Comment noted.
Response to Commonwealth’s “Response to CWLNG Claims of May 23,
2022

| would like to address several inaccuracies, omissions and misstatements in CWLNG’s May 23,
2022 submittal to FERC. There are several inaccuracies and omissions in their most recent
submission to FERC. | will restate that the site pavilion has a 50" by 30’, 6” thick concrete slab
that is reinforced with nylon fibers and pretensioned stainless steel aircraft cable, This pavilion
was one of the only structures in lower Cameron Parish which was not damaged or destroyed
by Hurricanes Laura and Delta. Commonwealth stated that “Mr. Allaire parks his camper trailer
on the occasions when he intermittently visits Louisiana”. | purchased this camper in December
of 2016 and the trailer has been parked continuously at this location since that date. The two IND17-1
occasions when this trailer was not at this location was during the evacuations related to
hurricanes Laura and Delta in 2020.

Commonwealth goes on to state that “In this regard Commonwealth personnel have rarely
seen Mr. Allaire at this location.” I'm not sure if this a misstatement or mistruth. | was unaware
that Commonwealth was observing and documenting my presence in Cameron Parish. Upon
request | can provide dated, 2022 credit card receipts that will document my presence in
Cameron Parish. Additionally, | can provide phone records and statements from Cameron
Parish residents that will document my presence in Cameron Parish during the past three years.

| am currently in discussions with a local builder to construct a permanent residence at this
location. Due to his current project load he is not available to begin the project in the first or
second quarter of 2022. | am planning to submit plans to the Parish for my new permitted
residence in the third or fourth quarter of 2022,

On another note CWLNG informed FERC that they moved their pipeline right-of-way because a
landowner requested them to move it. This increased the acreage of wetlands affected by the
pipeline right-of-way by .1 acre. Ask CWLNG who the landowner was. What really happened is
when | informed them that | would not sign their option agreement as presented until my land
attorney reviewed it. |then asked to see the Cameron Port Harbor and Terminal Authority’s
(CPHTA) pipeline agreement with CWLNG. Louisiana law requires that the CPHTA must obtain

an independent appraisal and make that information available for public review and comment. IND17-2

The CPHTA did not show up at her office at the time published in the public notice and the
independent appraisal was not available for review. She said she would send me a copy back in
2021 and | am still waiting. | asked who performed and paid for the appraisal. She stated it was
CWLNG's contractor TRC and that CWLNG paid for the appraisal. | have copies of the public
notice and emails to confirm my comments. They are available upon request. The same outfit
that did the pipeline appraisal for CPHTA did my property appraisal for CWLNG.
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Document Accession #: 20220524-5020 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

In February of 2021 Mr. Karl Jansson VP for Commonwealth requested that | participate a
conference call with himself and Mr. Paul Varello with Commonwealth to discuss the possibility
of purchasing my property. In their response to FERC they stated that “Mr. Allaire’s property
has been assessed to have a market value of $385,000.” I'm not sure who performed this
assessment without visiting the property. My 311 acre tract of land includes all of Sections 26
and 27 in Township 155 range 10W. The property has approximately 3200’ of frontage on the
Gulf of Mexico and 2300’ of frontage on the north and south sides of State HWY 27.
Improvements on the property include the previously mentioned pavilion, a permitted septic
system, drinking water service and Jeff Davis electrical service, a permitted 290" deep 4"water
well which is completed in the Chicot aquafer, 3500” of heavy industrial grade road which is
double boarded with 36” of limestone and geotextile fabric and a 20,000 sq. /ft. 18” thick
heavy industrial raised pad.

Recent property improvements after the hurricanes include complete replacement of all site
electrical components and addition of 92 tons of limestone to the site roads to repair hurricane
damage. Additionally, in April 2021 we completed a $10,085.92 habitat improvement project
at the site which was funded by Ducks Unlimited and USFW Partners for Fish and Wildlife
Program. Cost estimates obtained this month for the replacement of the site roads and site
pad are $700,000 for the road and $100,000 for the pad. The pavilion cost when built in 2018
was $27,000. The water well cost was $13,000 when installed in 2011. The utility
infrastructure cost of replacement including permit fees would be approximately $15,000,

Commonwealth misstated in their response to FERC that they offered me $450,000 for my
property. That is not accurate. They offered me $40,000 to sign an option agreement to
potentially purchase the property. Upon execution of this agreement they would then have the
option to purchase the property at a price of $400,000 at a future date. | would retain the
$40,000 option payment in the event that they decided not to purchase the land.

The Commonwealth offer was completely inadequate as the following local real estate listings
detail:

MLS# 194304, 1.56 acres of land with frontage on State HWY 27 in Holly Beach. No property
improvements, listed for $1,000,000

MLS# SWL21003878, .46 acres of land in Pelican Beach Subdivision. No Gulf frontage or
property improvements, listed for $67,000

MLS# SLW21001345, .12 acres of land in Holly Beach. No gulf frontage but includes basic
utilities, listed for 569,000

MLS# 193271, 15 acres of Agricultural land in Johnson Bayou. North of State HWY 27, listed for
$137,500 for a cost of $9,166 per acre

MLS# SWL21001142, .23 acres on the beach front. Vacant land listed for $100,000

IND17-3

Document

Accession #: 20220524-5020 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

Thank you giving me an opportunity to correct and clarify some of the misleading and
inaccurate statements Commonwealth has submitted to FERC with regard to myself and my
secondary residence. | am concerned about consistent inaccuracies they have submitted to
FERC regarding the purchase my property, how they assessed it and contesting my 2020
presence at my property. In my mind it still raises serious questions about the integrity of their
filings and information provided elsewhere across the docket to FERC.

John Allaire

IND17-3
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Comment noted.
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Document Accession #: 20220524-5201 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

Comments on Docket CP19-502-000 to FERC in response to Draft EIS Report IND18 is a duplicate of IND16
(DEIS) Dated March 31, 2022. Comments with regard to tidally influenced
areas affected by this project.

| am a local property owner whose residence is located directly west of the proposed project site. All of
my 311 acres of coastal wetlands drain through main footprint of the proposed CWLNG site. lam a
degreed professional with over thirty of experience in the environmental field. | have worked as an
Environmental Engineer, Environmental Coordinator and an Environmental Manager for one of the
world’s largest Oil and Gas companies in the world. Over twenty years of career were spent working in
Louisiana. My credentials are available upon request. Much of my property is tidally influenced and will
be directly affected by the proposed project. | have been living at this site since 1998 and have
observed the tidal action in this area for 24 years. The current mapping of area drainage plan and tidally
influenced areas as presented in the DEIS are incomplete and inaccurate.

With regard to delineation of tidally influenced areas affected by this project FERC in a March 31, 2022
letter to NOAA NMFS the USACE stated the following: “As of March 31, 2022, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers had not completed its official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it considers to be
tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site; therefore, the final acreage total of EFH that would be
affected by construction of the Project could vary from that presented here.” The DEIS presents to the
sister agencies or the public “no official accounting of the acreage of wetlands that it considers to be
tidally influenced at the LNG terminal site,”

| contend that the amount of tidally influenced wetlands as currently presented in the DEIS is inaccurate
and greatly underreported. In this DEIS the agencies have failed to disclose the extent of the tidally
affected wetlands or the how the adjacent area drainage will not be disrupted. | conducted a limited
study of the of the tidal elevations at the tidal drains that connect the water body identified on CWLNG
wetland delineation maps as CO2 with the property south of State HWY 27. See the map below. The
attached Power Point presentation shows the locations of the tidal drains located along HWY 27, These
tidal drains are located under the road and provide tidal flow into the marsh south of Hwy 27. The SW
tidal drain is located on Section 27 which adjoins section 28 of the proposed CWLNG project site. GPS
coordinate of the SW and NE tidal drains are provided along with a photo of the SW tidal drain.

Slides 4 -7 in the PowerPoint presentation are date and time stamped and show the tidal levels at that
moment in time. This series of photos detail the tidal elevation variations south of HWY 27 over the last
2 weeks. Additional photos and tidal elevations were collected and can be provided upon request.
These tidal readings vary by as much as 10.16 inches over period of this study. CWLNG Figure 9, which is
included in the Power Point presentation, details the Mean High Water elevations = to +.88'NAVD
elevations that are flooded by high tide events. These events occur regularly at this site.

In addition the high tides this weekend over topped the gulf shore line dunes and flooded tidal water
into water body SLO1 which is identified on the aforementioned wetland delineation map. Photos and
videos can be provided upon request.

How can the public be expected to respond intelligently to the project’s environmental affects if tidal
information is not provide in this DEIS. | respectfully request at a minimum that FERC formally withdraw
this incomplete DEIS until they can provide their sister agencies and the public with complete and
accurate information related to this project.

Document Accession #: 20220524-5201 Filed Date: 05/24/2022

If FERC is unable to provide complete and accurate information with regard to the aforementioned issue
| would respectfully request that FERC select the NO Action alternative for this project at this
environmentally productive and sensitive area. Thank for your attention to this matter.
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Document Accession #: 20220523-0006 Filed Date: 05/23/2022

CENTER for BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

ORIGINAL

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1A
Washington, D.C. 20426

May 18, 2022

Dear Commissioners,

Enclosed please find 1,793 comments from Center for Biological Diversity supporters urging you
to deny Commonwealth LNG's application for a new terminal and pipeline in Cameron Parish,
Louisiana (CP19-502-000, CP19-502-001).

The project will destroy more than 30 acres of wetlands, which provide critically important

construction and operation of the facility will likely further displace and disrupt black rails near
the project site. As many as 30 birds may be killed or injured by the project. Meanwhile, eastern
black rail populations in Louisiana and the southeast region are already facing significant
threats. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has determined that there may be only 10 or fewer
breeding pairs left in the entire state and that the Southwest Coastal Plain population has “low
resiliency” due to low populations threatened by sea-level rise and habitat loss. The species is
likely to be extirpated in the United States by 2068 without implementation of better land-
management practices. We can't afford to lose any more eastern black rails, especially when
cleaner, more efficient, and less harmful alternatives clearly exist for this project.

In addition to destroying habitat for black rails and other wildlife, the pipeline will add to the
climate emergency. Although natural gas is sometimes touted as a climate solution, its chief
component — methane — is an especially potent climate pollutant that heats the atmosphere
87 times more than the same amount of carbon dioxide over a 20-year period.

Thank you for your attention to the enclosed letters.

For the wild, )
o dn fneado—

Cybele Knowles

Deputy Digital Director
cknowles@biologicaldiversity.org
(520) 623-5252 x 324

Enclosure: 1,793 letters

Alaska . Arizona . California . Flori
P.0. Box 710 . Tucson, AZ 85702-0710 fel: (520) 623.5252 fax: (520) 623.9797 www.BiologicalDiversity.org

| IND19-1
habitat for federally protected eastern black rails. Noise and human activity associated with the | IND19-2

| IND19-3
IND19-4

IND19-5

da. Minnesota . Nevada . New Mexico. New York . Oregon . Vermont . Washington, DC
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INDI19-1

IND19-2

IND19-3

IND19-4

IND19-5

Project impacts on wetlands and Commonwealth's proposed
mitigation are discussed in section 4.4.2. Threatened and
endangered species, including the eastern black rail, are
addressed in section 4.7.

Impacts on threatened and endangered species, including
the eastern black rail, are addressed in section 4.7.

See response to comment IND19-2.

See response to comment IND19-2.

Climate impacts of the Project discussed in section
4.13.2.11.

FERC received 1,793 copies of IND19 and IND20, which
contain the same comments in different formats.
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IND20-1 Project impacts on wetlands and Commonwealth's proposed
Document Accession #: 20220524-0081 Filed Date: 05/24/2022 ! mitigation are discussed in section 4.4.2. Threatened and
endangered species, including the eastern black rail, are
addressed in section 4.7.

: FILED 2
Secretary Kimberly D. Bose %
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission SECRETAF?‘{ OF THE
888 First Street NE, Room 1A COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20426 um :
HAY 24 A1 3) IND20-2 Impacts of natural hazards on the Project are addressed in
FEOERAL ENERGY sections 4.1.5 and 4.12.1.5. Climate impacts are

| urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission tfg;-Ea%'\'?é‘"gﬁﬁ‘ér@@éfﬁﬁﬁ@?appucamn for a new addressed in section 4.13.2.11.
terminal and pipeline In Cameron Parish, Louisiana (CP19-502-000, CP19-502-001). The project will

destroy more than 30 acres of wetlands, which provide critically important habitat for federaily

protected eastern black rails. Noise and human activity associated with the construction and operation IND20-1
of the facility will likely further displace and disrupt black rails near the project site. As many as 30 birds
may be killed or injured by the project. Meanwhile, eastern black rail populations in Louisiana and the
southeast region are already facing significant threats. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that there may be only 10 or fewer breeding pairs left in the entire state and that the
Southwest Coastal Plain population has “low resiliency” due to low populations threatened by sea-level
rise and habitat loss. The species is likely to be extirpated in the United States by 2068 without
implementation of better land-management practices. On another point, the location along the Gulf is
especially prone recently to severe hurricane conditions. It is reasonable to predict damage to the
pipeline with massive releases of the methane contamination that will contribute significantly to the
carbon footprint in that area and beyond as it is distributed by wind from any such tropical IND20-2
storm/hurricane conditions. We can’t afford to lose any more eastern black rails, especially when
cleaner, more efficient, and less harmful alternatives clearly exist for this project. In addition to
destroying habitat for black rails and other wildlife, the pipeline will add to the climate emergency.
Although natural gas is sometimes touted as a climate solution, its chief component — methane —is an
especially potent climate pollutant that heats the atmosphere 87 times more than the same amount of
carbon dioxide over a 20-year period.? FERC must deny Commonwealth’s application,

Dear Commissioners,

Sincerely,

Gail S. Tucker
Miami, FL 33137
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Document Accession #: 20220527-0021 Filed Date: 05/27/2022

ORIGINAL

Rameet Singh SECR TARY ¢
Albuquerque, NM 87108 CéJE\:']‘J—ﬁIR[é{S?gP; HE

May 20, 2022 W BAY 27 A g 23

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

fory o FEDERAL ENERG

Secretary of the Commission, Kimberly D. Bose - ¥

888 First St, NE, Washington, DC 20426 REGULATORY COMMISSION

Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement C, P 161 ) 5 02
Dear Commisioners,

| am writing to express my serious concemns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in irreparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonweaith LNG will contribute significantly 1o the region’s increasingly pelluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Guifs Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Daolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline, Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
wasle and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into irreversible
climate disaster, and render S 1 Louisiana uni i

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine confiict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure 1o satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more
gas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commenwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe's current energy needs.

This proposal does not benefit domestic consumers and it damages essential wetlands. Please do not put the profits
a big business in front of our planet in our people.

‘We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our envirenment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Rameet Singh

IND21-1

IND21-2

IND21-3

IND21-4

IND21-5

IND21-6
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IND21-1  Climate Impacts of the Project are discussed in section

4.13.2.11.
IND21-2 [mpacts on air quality are addressed in section 4.11.1.
IND21-3 Impacts on threatened and endangered species and marine
mammals are discussed in sections 4.6.2 and 4.7.1.
IND21-4

Safety of the Terminal is discussed in section 4.12.1.

IND21-5  Socioeconomic impacts of the Project are discussed
throughout section 4.9; Climate Impacts of the Project are
discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

IND21-6  Tpe Purpose and Need of the Project is discussed in section

1.1; impacts on coastal wetlands are discussed in section 4.4.

FERC received 597 copies of IND21. Some versions of this letter
contained unique and substantive comments in the seventh
paragraph. These are included below.
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Document Accession #: 20220527-0008 Filed Date: 05/27/2022

ey, ORIGINAL S G e
WMIMISSION

027 May :
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 21 A & 2b
Secretary of the Commission, Kimberly D. Bose FEDER.&'J,L :

May 20, 2022

888 First St, NE, Washington, DC 20426 REGULATORY glgqufl?r?SYS!GH !

Re: Commonweaith LNG’s Draft Envirenmentai impact Statement
-
Dear Commisioners, C/P / q (5'0 9

| am writing o express my serious concemns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot et this project be bullt. The people and fragile wetiands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commenwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
reglon, will result in imeparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant publio health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice’s Whale, Bottienose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous lecation for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
climate ﬂisésiem. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into ireversible
climate disaster, and render Soutt Louisiana uni itable.

Commonweaith LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their preject, The
U.S. already has encugh gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don’t need to export more
qgas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

THIS AREA ALREADY HAS TOO MUCH POLLUTION AND ENVIRONMETNA LINJUSTICE. THE GULF IS ALSO A
VERY DAMAGED AREA FROM THE BP OIL SPILL. OCEAN MAMMAL SPECIES AND COMMERCIAL
CRUSTEACEAN SUPPLIES HAVE NOT REBOUNDED. OCEANAMAMMALS HAVE BEEN FOUND WITH
PHYSICAL DEFORMITIES.THE OCEAN BOTTOM STI L HAS OIL SLUDGE WHICH WILL POLLUTE THE AREA
FOREVER. THE OCEAN DOES NOT NEED MORE POLLUTING INDUSTRIES ESPECIALLY AN INDUSTY THAT
WILL ONLY SEND POLLUTING AMERICAN LP GAS OVERSEAS.

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
poputations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely, Jo Ellen Rudolph

IND22-1
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IND22-1

The impacts of the Project on Environmental Justice
communities are discussed in section 4.9.12.3. The impacts of
the Project on Air Quality are discussed in section 4.11.1. The
Impacts of the Project on aquatic resources are discussed in

section 4.6.2
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} IND23-1  Impacts of the Project on the local economy are addressed
: throughout section 4.9. Climate impacts of the Project
discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

Document Accession #: 20220527-0008 Filed Date: 05/27/2022

FILED

Ma‘ryBarr ECRETARY OF THE
Indianapolis, IN 46219 @ {) [ q _ ﬂ 0’) 8 %%ﬂ?/ﬁssmm

May 20, 2022

N WY 27 A 820
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 3
Secretary of the Commission, Kimberly D. Bose FEHERA\L‘EF{ERF Y .
888 First St, NE, Washington, DC 20426 REGULATORY COMMISSION

Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental impact Statement
Dear Commisioners,

1am writing fo express my serious concerns regarding Commorwealth LNG’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply canniot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Seuthwest Louislana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in ireparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonweaith LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatered species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice’'s Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline Is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change, Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen mos! of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will leck the world into irreversible
climate disaster, and render Southwestern Loulsiana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe's demand for gas. We don’t need to export more
gas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commonweaith LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

The residents living in the Gulf area have lost businesses over the past years, even decades, due to big oil and gas

companies taking aver and resulting in loss of fishing rights, loss of damage done to people?s livelihoods . Families

not only are lasing their jobs but the health and welfare of their children. Do not give into big business of IND23-1
Commenwealth LNG intending to add to more ruin of lives and climate issues in it endeavors to get its foothold in

Cameron. This big company has a history of impacting climate change negalively.

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are tae high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Mary Barr
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IND24-1  Impacts of the Project on commercial fisheries are addressed
in section 4.9.7. Impacts and mitigation related to coastal
wetlands are addressed in section 4.4 and 4.6.2.

Document Accession #: 20220527-0008 Filed Date: 05/27/2022

Rosenberg, TX 77471 cp l q —SO 9‘\ FILED

SECRETARY OF THE
May 20,2022 COMMISSION
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ]
Secretary of the Commission, Kimberly D. Bose il HAY 271 A g2
888 First St, NE, Washington, DC 20426
Re: Commanwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement REGgEETEg&‘L; %&%?gsmg

Dear Commisioners,

1am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The peeple and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commenwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in imeparable harm and lock the warld into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region's increasingly poliuted air, which is already causing
significant publio health Issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the smail
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice’s Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm, In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is aiready among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, orice a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world Into irreversible
climate disaster, and render Southwestern Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commenwealth LNG Is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe's demand for gas. We don’t need to export more
gas to safisfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

There is no need for another LNG export facility in Camercn Parish.

| am a resident of Hackberry, La. and have already seen the effects of

the Cameron and Global Venture facilities on our fishing, shrimping; crabbing industries as well as the destruction of

our coastal wetlands which support migratory birds and waterfowl. Please deny the Commonwealth LNG permit. it IND24-1
will only destroy more!!!

Hank Gambte

We canriot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just fo export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
John Aliaire
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i IND25-1  Climate impacts of the Project discussed in section 4.13.2.11.
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May 20, 2022

Re: Commonwealth LNG’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Commisioners,

1 am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in ireparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline, Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most Impacted in the country by climate change, Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas expart terminals will lock the world into irreversible
climate disaster, and render Southwestern Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more
gas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

The carbon footprint of exporting LNG is as much as burning of LNG itself

(see: Sailing To Nowhere: Liquefied Natural Gas Is Not An Effective Climate Strategy, NRDC Dec. 2020) If we are to
reduce our GHG emissions we must begin now fo curtail the number of LNG export ports, especially since there are
50 many already permitted by FERC

IND25-1

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Tom Adler
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IND26-1  Comment noted. We reiterate that the final EIS is not a
decision document. It is produced to inform the Commission

(D/ p / q . 5 O ?,q of the potential impacts associated with construction and

operation of the proposed Project.
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Re: Commonwealth LNG’s Draft Environmental Impact Stateme!%EGUi'm-GRY COMHISSION

Dear Commisioners,

1 am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonweaith LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in ireparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significantt public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice’s Whale, Bettlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will enly get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 18,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
olimate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas expert terminals will lock the world into irreversible
climate disaster, and render Southwestern Louisfana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The

U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe's demand for gas. We don’t need to expert more

gas to satlsfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and

would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

The Gulf Coast is my home and we are constantly under attack either from weather or from those who put short-term

gains over long-term livability. | have grown up around oil and gas and it?s many projects. Given the negative impacts

It has had on my own life via health consequences, losses of home and livelihood every time the market busts and IND26-1
negligent management of pipelines and rampant fiairs in gas fields, | know for a fact this will be NO different. | want a

livable place for my kids. Please reconsider the cost expect us to pay. | just can?t pay any more.

We cannot allow the fossil fue! industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Holiy Paquette
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IND27- BRAD SNYDER

IND27-1 Climate impacts of the Project discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

Document Accession #: 20220527-0010 Filed Date: 05/27/2022
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Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
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Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Commisioners,

| am writing to express my serious concems regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental !mpact Statement - we simply
cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer extreme impacts of the fossil
fue! industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the region, will result in imeparable harm and lock
the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission must put people cver corporate profits, and say no to
Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which Is already causing significant public
health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small community of Cameron, and the
combined emissicns would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable wetlands where
federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastemn Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The increased ship traffic will put
the Guif's Rice’s Whale, Botllenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and endangered species at risk of marine pollution and
ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located fn an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region with greater
frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent years, the community of
Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an average of 13 feet per year. Thisis a
dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous waste and gas that will contaminate the region when
the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana s already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like Cameron,
once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to climate disasters. The
construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into irreversible olimate disaster, and render Southwestern
Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russfan-Ukraine conflict and Europe's energy needs to justify their project. The U.S. already has
enough gas export infrastruciure to satisfy Europe's demand for gas. We dcn't need to export more gas to satisfy global needs. In
fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come cnline fer at least three more years and would contribute nothing to Europe's current
energy needs,

As a Science Teacher/Environmental Educator, former Mechanical Engineer, and a Climate change/Human Health/Environmental &

Natural World F Advocate, | wholeheartedly insist FERC to oppose LNG export facilties in the Gulfll

To fight pellution and climate change, and improve human health and environmental quality, we MUST continue to eliminate our

dependence on fossil fuels and prepare for the Renewable Energy Revolution (which has already started!)!! Building new LNG IND27-1
export terminals will extend our use of fossil fuels for decades to come when the world is trying to fight a Global Climate Crisisll We

MUST stop the development of ALL fossil fuel infrastructure NOW in arder to transition away from dirty fuels to benefil ALL fife on

Earth!l Thanks!

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human populations are too high
a price fo pay.

Sincerely,
Brad Snyder
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N T dTsa Balb GEfEN D IND28-1  Impacts and mitigation related to coastal wetlands and waters
are addressed in sections 4.3.2, 4.4, and 4.6.2; impacts on air
quality are addressed in section 4.11.1.
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Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Commisioners,

I am writing to express my serious ding Cc h LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement - we simply

cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer extreme impacts of the fossil
fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the region, will result in frreparable harm and lock
the world into a climate erisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission must put people over corporate profils, and say no o
Commenwealth LNG,

Ci LNG will i y to the region's increasingly polluted air, which is already causing significant public
health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small community of Cameren, and the
combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable. £

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable wetlands where
federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The increased ship traffic will put
the Guifs Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and endangered species at risk of marine pollution and
ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an ly vt ble section of Hurri hit this region with greater
frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent years, the community of
Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shorefine Is eroding away at an average of 13 feet per year. Thisis a
dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous waste and gas that will contaminate the region when
the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like Cameron,
once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 peaple, have seen most of their residents migrate due to climate disasters. The
construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into irreversible climate disaster, and render Southwestern
Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG Is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The U.S. already has
enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more gas te satisfy global needs. In
fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online far at least three more years and would contribute nothing to Europe’s current
energy needs.

As a Louisiana native and resident, [ write to urge you to call a hat to any further spoliation of Louisiana lands, and particularly those

in and around the fown of Cameron. Further d of the and in that area through the construction of

even more fossil fuel export terminals can only exacerbate an already dangerous loss of wetlands, the only existing natural barrier to

storm surges. Such terminals pose an additional direct threat to the health of area residents and workers through the polilution of

air, land, and water, resources that exist under Louisiana law for the benefit of all citizens and which, once rendered harmful rather IND28-1
than healthful, cannot be restored or replaced. Do not sacrifice the health and lives of the inhabitants and workers of what was a

bountiful environment fcr the financial gain of corporations. You have the power to stop the destruction now threatening southwest

Louisiana and her coastlands. Please use it for the good..

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our envir and human
a price 1o pay.

1s are too high

Sincerely,
Linda Faucheux
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- IND29-1 Climate impacts of the Project discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

Document Accession #: 20220527-0011 Filed Date: 05/27/2022
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| am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement - we simply
cannot let this project be built. The people and fraglle wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer extreme impacts of the fossil
fue! Industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other expart terminals proposed for the region, will result in irreparable harm and lock
the world Into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to
Commonwealth LNG.

Comir lth LNG wili i igni to the reglon’s ingly polluted air, which is already causing significant public
health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminais planned for the smali community of Cameron, and the
combined emissions would make the regicn uninhabitable.

in addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG wouid resuit in the destruction of valuable wetlands where
federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastem Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The increased ship traffic will put
the Gulf's Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and endangered species at risk of marine pollution and
ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerabie section of shoreiine. Hurricanes hit this region with greater
frequency and force, a problem that will oniy get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent years, the community of
Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an average of 13 feet per year. Thisis a
dangerous localion for a fracked gas export terminal and ali of the hazardous waste and gas that will contaminate the region when
the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is aiready among the most impacted in the country by ciimate change. Communities like Cameron,
once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to climate disasters. The
construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will iock the world into irreversible climate disaster, and render Southwestem
Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonweaith LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The U.S. already has
enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need 1o export more gas to satisfy global needs. in
fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and would contribute nothing to Europe's current
energy needs.

Exporting additional LNG will raise US prices to malch the much higher ones on the international market, and result in additional

fracking and extraction throughout the US. Due to the it leakage t the and trar fion process, this IND29-1
will release significant methane into the atmosphere, in addition to the CO2 released when the additional LNG is bumed. =
New projects of this type also have a lifetime of 30 years or more, which is inconsistent with US pledges to achieve net zero

greenhouse gas emissions by 2050.

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Guif just to expert gas. Our envi it and human p ions are too high
a price to pay.

Sincerely,
David Sacerdote
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IND30-1  Climate impacts of the Project discussed in section 4.13.2.11.

Document Accession #: 20220527-0011 Filed Date: 05/27/2022
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Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Commisioners, @ P (Iq —S 0 9~

| am writing to express my serious cancems regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana aiready suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, wili result in ireparabie harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly poliuted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the smali
community of Cameren, and the combined emissicns would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construetion and operation of Commonweaith LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Guif's Rice’s Whale, Bottlenose Doiphin, and other federaily threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will alsc be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shorefine. Humicanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminai and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameton, once a thriving fishing commuriity of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even mare fracked gas export terminals wili lock the world into irreversible
climate di and render Sc n Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe's energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more
gas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commornweaith LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing o Eurcpe's current energy needs.

Do we really need ariother Gas Export Terminal in Louisiana if we are trying to be less dependent on fossil fuels in a
renewable energy fulure? Climate change is already decimating coastal communities with frequent storms and sea
level rise. Communities that existed for generation on fishing, shrimping, crabbing, etc. These communities fived in
harmony with nature for generations. Please do not give the green light for this terminal!

IND30-1

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
popuiations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Ben Gordon
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Re: Commonwealth LNG’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement i ]0 ( 0[ P 0
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Dear Commisioners,

1 am writing to express my serious concems regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The peopie and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonweaith LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in ireparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over carporate profits, and say ro to Commenwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region’s increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminais pianned for the smail
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG wouid resuit in the destruction of vaiuable
wetiands where federally endangered and threatened species fike the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Gulf's Rice’s Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine poilution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG wili also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recerit
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due to
clirnate disasters, The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into irreversibie
climate disaster, and render South 1 Louisiana uni itable

Commenwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more
gas to satisfy glcbal needs. In fact, Commonweaith LNG wouid not come online for at least three more years and
wouild contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

Do not risk poliution and destruction of this beautiful area. Instead put your resources toward the development of wind
and solar energy and stand on the right side of history. Would you toss a burning match into Texas's Piney Woods? IND31-1
How is what you're planning any better for our pianet?!

We cannot allow the fassil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Betty Duson
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Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental impact Statement

Dear Commisioners,

i am writing to express my serious concems regarding Corr ith LNG’s Draft Er tal impact -we simply
cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer extreme impacts of the fossii
{uel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export terminals proposed for the region, will result in ireparable harm and iock
the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission must put people ever corporate profits, and say no to
Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will i ificantiy to the region's i ingly polluted air, which is already causing significant public
health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals pianned for the small community of Cameron, and the
combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable wetlands where
federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The Increased ship traffic will put
the Gulfs Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threalened and endangered species at risk of marine pollution and
ship strikes,

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vuinerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this region with greater
frequency and force, a problem that will only get warse as our climate continues to warm. In recent years, the community of
Cameron has recorded 12-14 foct storm surges and the shoreiine Is eroding away at an average of 13 feet per year. Thisis a
dangerous iocation for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous waste and gas that will contaminate the region when
the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like Cameron,
once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen most of their residents migrate due fo climate disasters. The
construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into irreversible climate disaster, and render Southwestem
Louisiana uninhabitable. .

Commonwealth LNG s using the Russian-Ukraine confiict and Europe’s energy needs o justify their project. The U.S. already has
enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe's demand for gas. We don't need to export more gas to satisfy global needs. In
fact, Commonwealth LNG wculd not come online for at least three more years and would contribute nothing 1o Europe's current
energy needs.

Dear Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,

1 am deeply concerned about the Commonwealth LNG project. Our world is in a climate crisis, and our country is a leading offender
in that crisis. We live in an interdependent worid, and we need to protect the water and air, the natural resources and wildlife, the
peaple here and across the world, sa that the delicate web of life can flourish and our children can thrive. How can we turn our
heads, iine our pockets, and repeatediy postpone action when the survival of our species Is at stake? Fires already are raging,
hundreds of thousands of plant and animai species aiready are endangered or extinct, and temperatures in Easlern Antarclica are
70 degrees higher than normall You have the opporiunity as ieaders to take action to tum the tide. Please consider the
interdependence of life, protect planet and not profit, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human populations are too high
a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Beatrice Eikleberry
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Climate Impacts of the Project are discussed in section

4.13.2.11.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND33- NANCY CAMEL

IND33-1  Impacts on migratory birds are discussed in section 4.6.1.3;

Document Accession #: 20220527-0020 Filed Date: 05/27/2022 impacts on commercial fisheries are discussed in section 4.9.7.
::gcny::un;: LA 70810 SECREIJ:')&!}QE %F THE
May 20, 2022 . N COMWSS[ON .
Federal Energy Regula_tonf Commission an it 21, Al 32
e e T el A Ry

Re: Commoriwealth LNG’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement
‘Dear Commisioners,

| am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot et this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry, Commonwealth LNG, anid the 10 other export terminals proposed for the
region, will result in imeparable harm and lock the world inte a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commissiori rmust put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commorwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region's increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four ENG terminals planned for the small
commuriity of Cameron, and the combiried emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would result in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic wili put the Guif's Rice's Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine poliution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG wili also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shereline, Hurricanes hit this region
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will orily get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the commuriity of Camercn has recorded 12-14 foot storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a darigerous location for a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the region when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate charige. Communities like
Cameron, orice a thriving fishirng commurity of 10,000 people, have seern most of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the world into ireversible
climate disaster, and render Soutkr n Louisiana uninhabitable.

Commonweaith LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine confiict and Europe's energy needs to justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't nieed to export more
gas to salisfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe's current energy needs.

Southwest Louisiana and Eastern Texas is a migratory bird sanctuary where they rest after long flights! These avians
must be protected. Also, countless shrimpers and other fishermen make their livirigs in that area. Please no LNG
Commonwealth!

IND33-1

We cannot allow the fossil fue! industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Naricy Camel!
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Document Accession #: 20220527-0021 Filed Date: 05/27/2022
SECR f-_'; ILED IND34-1  The Purpose and Need of the Project are discussed in section
g:ﬁz'e.:,?';‘;‘;’g:“ CUM?ESYS?S T 1.1. Impacts on local water quality are discussed in section
) ' L 4.3; socioeconomic impacts of the Project are discussed
May 20, 2022 i 1Ay 27 A %23 throughout section 4.9; and climate Impacts of the Project are
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission FEDE] discussed in section 4.13.2.11.
Secretary of the Commission, Kimberly D. Bose REGUL AT;[i]?f{\ \g- géﬁﬁ@fs 10K

888 First St, NE, Washington, DC 20426
Re: Commonwealth LNG's Draft Environmental Impact Statement C P-l "'1 s 6 0 2
Dear Commisioners,

I am writing to express my serious concerns regarding Commonwealth LNG'’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement
- we simply cannot let this project be built. The people and fragile wetlands in Southwest Louisiana already suffer
extreme impacts of the fossil fuel industry. Commonwealth LNG, and the 10 other export ferminals proposed for the
region, will result in irreparable harm and lock the world into a climate crisis. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission must put people over corporate profits, and say no to Commonwealth LNG.

Commonwealth LNG will contribute significantly to the region's increasingly polluted air, which is already causing
significant public health issues in Southwest Louisiana. There are four LNG terminals planned for the small
community of Cameron, and the combined emissions would make the region uninhabitable.

In addition, the construction and operation of Commonwealth LNG would resuit in the destruction of valuable
wetlands where federally endangered and threatened species like the Eastern Black Rail and Piping Plover nest. The
increased ship traffic will put the Guif's Rice’s Whale, Bottlenose Dolphin, and other federally threatened and
endangered species at risk of marine pollution and ship strikes.

Commonwealth LNG will also be located in an extremely vulnerable section of shoreline. Hurricanes hit this reglon
with greater frequency and force, a problem that will only get worse as our climate continues to warm. In recent
years, the community of Cameron has recorded 12-14 fool storm surges and the shoreline is eroding away at an
average of 13 feet per year. This is a dangerous location far a fracked gas export terminal and all of the hazardous
waste and gas that will contaminate the regicn when the facility is compromised.

Finally, Southwest Louisiana is already among the most impacted in the country by climate change. Communities like
Cameron, once a thriving fishing community of 10,000 people, have seen mast of their residents migrate due to
climate disasters. The construction of even more fracked gas export terminals will lock the werld into irreversible
climate disaster, and render Southwestern Louisi: uninhabitabl

Commeonwealth LNG is using the Russian-Ukraine conflict and Europe’s energy needs o justify their project. The
U.S. already has enough gas export infrastructure to satisfy Europe’s demand for gas. We don't need to export more
gas to satisfy global needs. In fact, Commonwealth LNG would not come online for at least three more years and
would contribute nothing to Europe’s current energy needs.

We must all work together to do everything possible to slow the effects of climate change. This project will harm the IND34-1
livelihood of fishermen and the health of people living in the area and the quality of our water. It is time to understand
these things are more important than another export terminal.

Thank you.

We cannot allow the fossil fuel industry to sacrifice our Gulf just to export gas. Our environment and human
populations are too high a price to pay.

Sincerely,
Margaret Goodman
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