
Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

Appendix C 
Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 
  



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

Appendix C COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIS AND RESPONSES 

INDEX 

 

Document Commenter 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 

FA1 NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service 
FA2 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
FA3 U.S. Department of the Interior 
FA4 U.S Environmental Protection Agency 
 
STATE AGENCIES 
 
SA1 State of Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
 
COMPANIES & ORGANIZATIONS 
 
CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity 
CO2 American Petroleum Institute 
 
INDIVIDUALS 
 
IND1 Jean Public 
IND2 Lisa Cunningham 
 
PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
SP1 Curtis Fountain  DEIS Public Meeting - Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
SP2 Mason Lindsay  DEIS Public Meeting - Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
SP3 Ernest Broussard DEIS Public Meeting - Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
SP4 Howard Romero DEIS Public Meeting - Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
SP5 Claire Hebert Marceaux DEIS Public Meeting - Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
SP6 Travis Woods  DEIS Public Meeting - Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
SP7 Ronald Arrington DEIS Public Meeting - Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
SP8 Chad Blanchard  DEIS Public Meeting - Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
SP9 Elton Hollis  DEIS Public Meeting - Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
SP10 Jerry Wayne Pillsbury DEIS Public Meeting - Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
 

 C-i Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 
 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

 C-1 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 
 

 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 
 
FA1 NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA1-1 Thank you for your comment. Text has been added to Section 

4.4 of the final EIS to reflect the receipt of the NOAA Fisheries 
EFH concurrence letter. Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) is also 
addressed in Appendix E. 

 
FA1-2 Thank you for your comment. Text has been added to Section 

4.4 of the final EIS to reflect the receipt of the NOAA Fisheries 
EFH concurrence letter. EFH is also addressed in Appendix E. 
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FA2 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA2-1 Thank you for your comment. The information regarding piping 

plover is included in Sections 3.3.8 and 3.12.5.1 of the final 
EIS.
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 C-3 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA2 U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA2-2 Thank you for your comment. This information regarding red 

knot is included in Sections 3.3.8 and 3.12.5.1 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA2-3 Thank you for your comment. This information regarding sea 

turtles is included in Section 3.3.5.2 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA2-4 Thank you for your comment. Text has been added to Section 

4.12.1 of the final EIS to reflect the USFWS concurrence letter. 
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FA2 U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (cont’d) 
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FA3 Department of the Interior 
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FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA3-1 USCG issued a data gap to Delfin LNG regarding the 

recommended conservation and mitigation measures identified 
by US DOI. In response, Delfin LNG agreed to make maximum 
use of the BMPs identified by US DOI to minimize potential 
harm to migratory birds resulting from operation of the Delfin 
LNG Project. Additional BMPs and text have been added to 
Section 4.3.1.3 of the final EIS and Appendix G. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA3-2 See response to comment FA3-1. 
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 C-7 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA3-3 See response to comment FA3-1. 
 
 
 
 
 
FA3-4 See response to comment FA3-1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA3-5 See response to comment FA3-1. 
 
 
 
 
FA3-6 See response to comment FA3-1. 
.
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FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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 C-9 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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 C-11 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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 C-13 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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FA3 Department of the Interior (cont’d) 
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 C-15 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-1 After additional discussion with USEPA, it has been determined 

that no further action is required at this time. The selection of a 
preferred alternative will be made in the Record of Decision as 
discussed in Section 2.4 of the final EIS. 

 
FA4-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
FA4-3 Thank you for your comment. 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-16  

 
 

 

FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
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 C-17 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-4 After additional discussion with USEPA, it has been determined 

that consolidation of alternatives into discrete projects is no 
longer a concern. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-5 See response to comment FA4-1. 
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FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-6 Delfin LNG is proposing use of the air-cooled system as the 

cooling media; however, both cooling media alternatives are 
carried through for analysis of impacts by resource in Section 4. 
Text in section 4 has been updated to identify the applicant’s 

proposed alternative, rather than the “preferred alternative”. 
 
FA4-7 Added siting requirements for Fixed Platform-Based Unit to 

Section 2. That is the only other deepwater port design unit 
carried forward for additional analysis in Section 4. Table 2.3-2 
compares the two deepwater port design alternatives by 
resource. 
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 C-19 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-8 USCG issued a data gap to Delfin LNG regarding construction 

within the FEMA 100-year flood zones and the status of 
coordination/outreach with FEMA and/or the designated county 
Floodplain Administrator. Table 1.5-1 includes information 
regarding the Floodplain Development Authorization Permit 
which would fulfill Delfin LNG’s obligations under EO 11988. 
Executive Order 11988 is addressed in Section 4.11.4. 

 
FA4-9 FERC issued a data gap to Delfin LNG regarding potential 

cultural resource sites at the proposed DOF. Delfin LNG has 
submitted to the SHPO a request for determination regarding 
the need for additional cultural resources survey of the right-of-
way, and has provided an avoidance plan that would be 
implemented to protect Site 16CM84. Text in Section 4.14.1 has 
been edited. 

 
FA4-10 USCG issued two data gaps to Delfin LNG regarding the 

current status of negotiations with the Johnson Bayou 
Recreation District on the sale of the Community Center and 
construction of a new building. Delfin LNG responded that no 
specific location has been selected although they continue to 
actively engage with the Johnson Bayou Recreation District. 
The new location would be located on an approximately 1-2 
acre parcel. Additional information regarding the re-use of the 
Community Center has been added to Section 2.2.8.2 of the 
final EIS. 

 
FA4-11 Text has been clarified as recommended. 
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FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-12 Text has been revised to clarify that all recommendation made 

by federal and state consulting agencies regarding protection of 
species would be followed. As discussed in Sections 4.3.4.1 and 
4.3.10, BMP-15 addresses the measures Delfin LNG will 
implement to reduce impacts to birds due to lighting. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-13 After additional discussion with USEPA, it has been determined 

that no further action is required at this time.  
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 C-21 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

FA4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FA4-14 As stated in Section 3.18.6.6 of the final EIS, the cities of Lake 

Charles, Louisiana and Port Arthur, Texas have racial minority 
populations that are meaningfully greater than the states of 
Louisiana and Texas; therefore, these cities could be considered 
environmental justice communities. Regarding air quality for 
any potentially overburdened communities near the Project, 
section 3.16.5.2 of the final EIS evaluates existing air quality in 
the vicinity of the proposed DOF. Cameron Parish is designated 
as attainment or unclassifiable for all NAAQS, and recent 
background ambient monitoring data in Table 3.16-1 confirms 
compliance with all NAAQS. Section 4.16.2.2 summarizes the 
results of air quality dispersion modeling for the DOF, which 
demonstrates that the Project will not contribute significantly to 
any violation of the NAAQS. 

 
FA4-15 Typo has been corrected throughout the final EIS. 
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STATE AGENCIES 
 
SA1 State of Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SA1-1 Thank you for your comment. Text has been added to section 

4.11.2 to reflect the LDNR Office of Coastal Management 
consistency determination letter. 
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 C-23 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 
 

 

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS 
 
CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-1 Thank you for your comment. 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-24  

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
CO1-3 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
CO1-4 Thank you for your comment. 
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 C-25 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-27 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-5 Thank you for your comment. The final EIS addresses the topics 

of concern in the following sections: 
 

• Purpose and need: Section 1.2; 
• Alternatives: Section 2.3 and throughout Section 4; 
• Socioeconomics: Section 4.18; 
• Cumulative impacts: Section 6; and 
• Greenhouse gas: Sections 4.9.5 and 4.16.5. 

 
Regarding the comment on induced natural gas production, 
please see text in Section 1.4. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-6 Thank you for your comment. Purpose and need has been 

adequately addressed in Section 1.2. The licensing process and 
statutory considerations are outlined in Section 1.1. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-7 The final EIS does evaluate air quality impacts for both the 

offshore and onshore components of the proposed Project. This 
evaluation includes not only those air emissions that will be 
subject to EPA air permitting, but also air emissions from non-
stationary sources that will not be included in an air permit. 
Focusing in particular on the offshore component, Section 4.9 
quantifies offshore air pollutant emissions during construction, 
operation, and decommissioning, including emissions from 
marine vessels during both construction and operation. Section 
4.9.2.2 presents results of air dispersion modeling for operation 
of the offshore facility, including emissions from LNGCs 
visiting the port, and tugboats used to assist LNGCs during 
maneuvering. This modeling also included potential emissions 
from existing nearby offshore platforms. The modeling results 
demonstrate that offshore operating emissions will comply with 
all NAAQS established for protection of the environment and 
human health. As discussed in section 4.16, onshore emissions 
of NOx, CO, SO2, PM10, PM2.5, VOCs and CO2e from 
construction and operation of the DOF were also evaluated, and 
found to comply with all NAAQS. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-30  

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-8 Thank you for your comment. Please refer to section 4.3.6.2. 

Most oceangoing vessels carry marine organisms within their 
ballast tanks and encrusted on their hulls. However, ballast 
water discharge is regulated by the USCG under the National 
Invasive Species Act and related regulations; LNGCs are not 
unique in carrying nonindigenous organisms. LNGCs would be 
required to meet CFR Title 46, Chapter I, Subchapter Q, Part 
162 that addresses requirements for BWMS to be installed 
onboard vessels for the purpose of complying with the ballast 
water discharge standard of 33 CFR part 151, subparts C and D. 
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 C-31 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-9 Thank you for your comment. Please refer to Section 4.2.2.2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-10 Thank you for your comment. Please refer to sections 4.3.1 and 

4.3.3. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-33 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-34  

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-11 Thank you for your comment. Please refer to sections 4.3.1 and 

4.3.3. 
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 C-35 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-12 Floodplains and flooding are discussed in Section 4.11.4 of the 

final EIS. Additional text regarding climate change has been 
added to Section 4.9.5.4 of the final EIS. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-37 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-13 The No-Action Alternative is discussed in Section 2.3.10. See 

response to comment FA4-1. 
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Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-38  

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-14 Thank you for your comment. The No-Action Alternative is 

discussed in Section 2.3.10. 
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 C-39 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-15 Thank you for your comment. Section 1.4 discusses the scope of 

the final EIS with respect to induced production of natural gas. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-41 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-16 Thank you for your comment. See response to comment CO1-

15. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-43 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-17 Thank you for your comment. See response to comment CO1-

15. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-45 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-18 In keeping with previous agency guidance, while the existence 

of upstream natural gas production and pipeline transport 
facilities are “reasonably foreseeable,” the actual scope and 

extent of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from these upstream 
activities are themselves not reasonably foreseeable, due to 
factors beyond the control of the proposed Project. GHG-related 
impacts are discussed, within appropriate scope, in the final 
EIS. Please refer to Sections 1.4 and 4.9.5. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-19 Vessel traffic and air quality are addressed in Sections 6.2.7 and 

6.2.8 of the final EIS. 
 

As stated in Section 4.3.1.1 of the final EIS, increased vessel 
traffic would add a minor increase in traffic to the Sabine Safety 
and Calcasieu Safety Fairways. 

 
As shown in Sections 4.9.1 and 4.9.2 of the final EIS, the 
proposed Port’s incremental contribution to air quality impacts 

in the Project vicinity would be below the significant impact 
levels established by USEPA in its guidance for implementation 
of the NAAQS. A dispersion modeling analysis was performed 
by Delfin LNG, including cumulative impacts from nearby 
existing facilities from nitrogen dioxide and particulate matter 
less than 2.5 microns (or PM2.5) emissions, and determined that 
air quality impacts from operation of the proposed DOF would 
remain in compliance with all applicable air quality standards. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-20 The cities of Lake Charles, Louisiana and Port Arthur, Texas 

have racial minority populations that are meaningfully greater 
than the states of Louisiana and Texas; therefore, these cities 
could be considered environmental justice communities. As 
discussed in Section 4.18.9, “Potential onshore impacts during 

construction, operation, and decommissioning would be limited 
to viewscape alterations; however, given the existing viewscape 
is currently populated with oil and gas infrastructure, impacts 
are expected to be negligible. Overall, the proposed Port is not 
expected to have disproportionate impacts on minority or low-
income communities compared with other communities 
nearby.” 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO1-21 Thank you for your comment. See response to comment CO1-3. 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-51 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-53 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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 C-55 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 

 

CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO1 The Center for Biological Diversity (cont’d) 
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CO2 American Petroleum Institute (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO2-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO2-3 Thank you for your comment. 
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CO2 American Petroleum Institute (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO2-4 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO2-5 Thank you for your comment. 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-60  

 
 
 

 

INDIVIDUALS 
 
IND1 Jean Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IND1-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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IND1 Jean Public (cont’d) 
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IND2 Lisa Cunningham 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IND2-1 Thank you for your comment. 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

 C-63 Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 

 
 
 

 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 
 
 



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Delfin LNG Project Deepwater Port Application 

 

Appendix C – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses C-64  

 
 

 

SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
SP1-1 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP2-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP2-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP2-3 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP3-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP3-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP3-3 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP4-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
SP5-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP1 to SP5 Johnson Bayou, LA; August 9, 2016 (cont’d) 
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SP6 to SP10  Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 
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SP6 to SP10 Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP6-1 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP6-2 Thank you for your comment. 
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SP6 to SP10 Beaumont, TX; August 10, 2016 (cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP7-1 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
SP7-2 Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SP8-1 Thank you for your comment. 
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