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INDO1 — Luis Vazquez Garcia on behalf of Salinas Municipality
Mayor, Honorable Karilyn Bonilla Colon

20140811-5001 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 8/8/2014 6:24:58 PM

omission:

IND21-01

INDO1-01 Comment noted. A free shuttle to the public comment meeting was provided. The
shuttle was advertised in the community and there were two planned pick up stops.
Additionally, the Puerto Rico Permits Management Office held an additional meeting
in the community on September 15, 2014.
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INDO2 — Kathleen de Onis
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IND02-01

TND02-02 | 2

IND02-03

INDO2-04|3, 1

IND02-01

IND02-02

IND02-03

IND02-04

Comment noted.

See the response to comment CO01-05.

In accordance with CEQ regulations, we determined that the proposed site was
feasible and would not result in a significant environmental impact. To make this
determination, we considered Aguirre LLC’s mitigation plans, agency comments
received, and our recommendations within this EIS. Based on our analysis of the
proposed site and the alternative sites, we found no compelling reason to review
additional alternative sites.

Comment noted. We updated section 3.2 with a more detailed discussion of the
alternative energies available to meet the Project objective. Also see the response to
comment CO2-32.
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INDO2 — Kathleen de Onis (cont’d)
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INDO3 — Jimmy H. Vazquez

PART 3 F 3
N
Onlgiy
August 19, 2014, N
REF: CP13-193-000

PF12-4-000

Chairman Cheryl A. LaFleur
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Dear: Chairman LaFleur:

Enclosed you will find, Joint Puerto Rico Senate Resolution regarding sysmic

Activity in the area of the proposed LNG terminal. On the EIS was mention that

the study could not be located. The complete study is online but only available in
Spanish, will need to be translated ( included in this packet). The geologist .
Incharge of this project was Dr. Lillian Soto Cordero {lillianprsn.uprm.edu.) Red
Sismica de Puerto Rico.com); the sysmiic activity in the area is very shallow (
5.6km to 17.5km) with magnitudes of (2.3 to 3.0) and due to the shallow depth
they are felt thru out the area quite strong. Our last quake was on August 12,
2014. Only 4.6 with a depth of 73km center was about 1200km from San Juan. It
shaak the entire island. However the IGPR site in Guayama did nat cegister

anything, even when the public at large felt the event in the area.

Individuals



S-aNI

INDO3 — Jimmy H. Vazquez (cont’d)

IND03-01

IND03-02

Please note; AEE requested additional funding from the Senate President to
properly evaluate the area of Aguirre Power Plant, Due to Safety Consemn.
Preliminary studies concluded that due to fack of equipment and funding there is
no way to create any site specific models. BS does not address this site specific
situation and only addresses the quake history of Puerto Rico. Setting aside ait
political presures; The idea to grant a permit for a ING terminal knowing that
there has been a significant increase of sismic activity in the immidiate area, 200%
fram 1986 to 2005 and the likelyhood of a major event is unknown with the
available tehnology, Should triger a big red flag and would set a new standards for

the agency.

Also including the Federal; Jobos Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve
Management Plan “ Final “ (2010-2015) ; Reasearch shows a different picture of
lohos Bay from the studies that were presented ta the agency by the applicants.
The Management Plan, shows that the area has many needs that could be

integral part of any mitigation requirernemts ; if this project is allowed.

EIS section 5.1.6- found 23 federal listed species threatened or endagered; plus

10 species praposed, considering that Jobos bay is a small body of water and the

LNG terminal will have a daily continlous effect an the Marine Santuary; beacause

IND03-01

INDO03-02

Subsequent to a comment from the U.S. Geological Survey on the draft EIS, we
contacted the Bureau of Reclamation concerning additional fault studies completed in
the Project area, which were prepared to evaluate the seismic hazards on dams in
southern Puerto Rico. PREPA provided these studies to the Commission, and they
are available in our eLibrary system. In reviewing these additional studies, we are
recommending in section 4.1.3.1 that the Seismic Hazard Analysis Report be revised
to include both the Great Southern Puerto Rico Fault Zone and Salinas Faults, which
would be consistent with the location and seismic characterization of these faults
provided in the May 2014 Bureau of Reclamation reports. If the Project is approved
by the Commission, it is expected that the condition would be required as part of the
Project authorization.

See the response to comment AG02-27.

Individuals
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INDO3 — Jimmy H. Vazquez (cont’d)

IND03-02
(cont'd}

INDO03-03

the adverse effect will not be only on the construction period, will also have a
crewboat running back and forth to the terminal ( this should be restricted to day

transist only; propased ab would be useless in night time transist or any

nightime operations for all practical purposed), then maintanace schedule,
operation of the terminal will be a ongoing harrasment of ecosystem as a whole.
If we follow Section 7 of ESA , there is no way to be in compliance with the spirit

of the law.

If this project location was in Florida,Califomia or any State would not stand a
chance of approval. Most likely would end in front of a Federal Judge and with so

many loose end would be send back to the drawing board.

Note: In the last 12 months AEE finantial problems have taken a turn for the
worst, facing several federal law suites, was not able to pay its line of credit, took
reserved funds to pay bills, taking 250millions from construction funds to pay
operating expenses, have not met dead line with bond holders and still have not
been able to settle with the Labor Force. All this information is in all the

newspapers. The big question is, Who wili be acountable to follow the FERC

guidetines during this project, will Exelerated take over the finantial burden to

INDO03-03

Comment noted. The financial status of the applicant is beyond the scope of this EIS.
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INDO3 — Jimmy H. Vazquez (cont’d)

INDO3-03
(cont'd)

stay in compliance under FERC guidelines. Has the agency ever given approval for

a project while one of the applicants is on a technical bankrucy.

Former Senior Advisor;

Senator Olga A. Mendez, NYS Senate.

Individuals
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INDO3 — Jimmy H. Vazquez (cont’d)

The attachments to this letter arc too voluminous to include in this EIS. They arc available for viewing on
the FERC wecbsite at hitp:/‘www fere.gov. Using the “cLibrary™ link, scleet “General Scarch” from the
cLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket N xcluding the last three digits (i.c., CP13-
193), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676. or for TTY. contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/Accession number [or this submittal is 20140825-0027.

Individuals
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INDO4 — Jimmy H. Vazquez-Aran
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Carclina, PR.

REF: CP13-193-00C

PF12-4-000

Chairman Cheryl A. LaFleur

Federal Energy Regulatory Commissica
888 First Street, NE

Washinglten, DC 20426,

Dear: Chairman LaFleur
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IND04-01

Comment noted. We have considered these comments and incorporated the
applicable information in the final EIS.
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INDO4 — Jimmy H. Vazquez-Aran (cont’d)
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INDO4-03

officer,

Sincerely;

Capt

IND04-02

IND04-03

The USCG, in developing its Water Suitability Assessment, noted that additional tugs
would be required. Aguirre LLC would be responsible for obtaining the required
equipment as well as staff trained to use the equipment.

Comment noted. The financial status of the applicant is beyond the scope of this EIS.
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— Victor Gonzalez

INDO5-01

INDOS5-02

Scptember 9, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Scerctary

Federal Encrgy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street NE, Room 1A

Washington. DC 20426

efiling@ferc.gov

Project Docket Number CP13-193-000

My name is Victor Gonzalez.

Ihave two comments:

A, SENDOUT CAPACITY IS INCORRECT

1.1 PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED
According to Aguirre LLC. the purpose of the Project is to provide ING storage capacity and
sustained deliverability of natural gas directly to the Aguirre Plant, which would facilitate PREPA s
conversion of the Aguirre Plant from fuel 0il only to a dual-fuel generation facility, capable of burning
diesel and natural gas for the combined cycle units and fuel oil and natural gas for the thermoelectric
plant. The Project would have a storage capacity of 197,400 cubic yards (vd3) (130,000 cubic meters

[m3]) and sendout capacity of 50 million standard cubic feet per day (MMsclid) Lo the Agwirre Plant.
(Page 1-3 of EIS)

Is the above statement regarding sendout capacity correct? This sendout capacity is a tenth of the
sendout capacity of a floating storage and regasification unit, FSRU; and 40% of the energy (Btu) that the
Aguirre Power Complex burned in 2013. This sendout capacity will only run 150MW of the current
generating capacity.

B. IMPACTS ON CORAL REEFS CAN BE REDUCED TITROUGIT SMARTER
ALTERNATIVES

Environmental regulatory agencies have expressed concern over impact on protected coral
species. specifically in the area of the Boca del Infierno pass. See page IS-5 of the Draft EIS. Ilowever.
NOAA’s Coral Reef Conservation Program emphasizes that:

Climate change 1mpacr7hme been identified as one of the greatest global threats to coral reef ecosystems.
As lemperature rises, mass bleaching and infe y disease ouibreaks are likely to become more frequent.
Additionally, carbon dioxide (CO2) absorbed into the ocean  from the atmosphere has already beng to
rediice cal rates in reef-building and re ciated organisms by altering sea water chemistry
through de creases in pI { focean ucm‘rﬁcutwn} In the long term, failure to address carbon emissions and
the resudtant impacts of rising temp. and ocean acidy, could make many other management
efforts futile.”

The Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project will not reduce CO2¢ emissions enough. When discussing
GHG Emission Impacts. the proponent argues that the Project’s “potential GHG emissions are very small
in comparison to other existing emission sources™.' This is not the case.

! EPA Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program data shows that the Aguirre Power Complex generates 890 kg of CO2¢
per MWh generated. Aguirre emissions accounted for 18.5% of CO2e emissions in 2012. The IPA FLIGIT website

INDO05-01

INDO05-02

The sentence was corrected to reflect the Project's sendout capacity of 500 million
standard cubic feet per day.

There are no thresholds of significance criteria established by the EQB or EPA for
Project GHG emissions. There is no legal precedent to make a damage claim for
stationary source or Project GHG emissions causing local climate change impacts.
Climate change is caused by global impacts and effects. However, the GHG
emissions from the Project and the effects of climate change are properly discussed in
sections 4.10.1 and 4.12.2.3 of the final EIS, which include the most recent
information from the U.S. Global Change Research Program. Section 4.12.2.2 further
discloses the GHG emissions from the Project combined with the Aguirre Plant
operations.

Individuals
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INDO5

— Victor Gonzalez (cont’d)

INDO5-03

INDOS-04

There are two ways to reduce CO2¢ emissions when burning fossil fucls. Onc is burning fossil
fucls that gencrate less CO2¢, and the other one is burning it in plants with a low heat ratc. A modern
flex-fucl combined cycle plant has a low heat rate, it can usc different fucls, and it can throttle down to
50% with a minimal increase on its heat rate. Furthermore, it can be turned on and off on short notice.

In comparison, the Aguirre Power Complex plants have an extremely high heat rate. cannot be
throttled up and down, and cannot be turned on and off. Their large size requires morc spinning and
stand-by reserves. ‘They do provide the same frequency support as the modern flex-fucl combined cycle
plants.

The alternative that should be considered is constructing six new combined cycle flex-fuel plants
of 150MW nameplate capacity each instead of continuing operating the Aguirre Power Complex plants.
This is a better alternative because:

with less fucl.
11 occur.
*  Morc rencwable energy? could be added to the grid.

g =
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A cage in point is what is currently happening at PREPA’s Costa Sur Plant in Guayanilla. Taking
advantage of part of the unused sendout capacity of the EcoElectrica LNG import terminal, PREPA
|mp()r1\,(| in 2013 fifieen T.NG ships® while EcoElectrica only imported 12. The combined sendout
od was 66% of the available capacity. Had the Costa Sur [acility been as efficient as
it could have produced 1.5 times more cnergy with the same amount of natural gas it
burned. thereby greatly reducing CO2¢ emissions. The EcoLlectrica LNG import terminal could handle
12 additional ships by using its remaining idle sendout capacity.

OFLhu available sendout wpaul\ of the EcoElectrica NG import terminal, only 30% is needed
cycle plant, and only 8% will be used by the permitted

G truck® loading facil T'he remaining sendout capacity could power 00MW of

new u)mbmc.d cycele flex-fucls plants capablc of gencrating 7,000,000 MWh of cleetricity or 51% of

reports CO2e metric tons not GHG. Why does the DRAFT EIS claim that the 18,540,844 tons in EPA’s report are
GHG mass and then convert it into 50,419,338 metric tons of CO2e when the EPA report number is already in tons
of CO2e? The 12 reporting power plants accounted for 92% of all reported emissions. (EPA)

? In Puerto Rico every MWh of renewable cnergy avoids 800 kilograms of CO2¢. EPA’s nationwide estimate is 690
kilograms of CO2e per MWh. (EPA) Siemens Renewable Energy Integration Siudy concluded that “the mandated
12% penetration also can be achieved with two new combined cycle plants (2 x 334 MW) that can ramp very fast
and are flexible with the capacity of cycling every day.” (PREPA STEMENS 2014)

3 The Guayanilla terminal is permitted for 60 LNG vessels an ar. In 2013, the average load per
ship was 1.8 billion scf. The permitted sendout capacity of the Licokilectrica LNG import terminal is on average 356
MMsefid (130.000MViscfiyear divided by 365 days). The CICAAT report indicates that the daily MMscf send out
rate at the LNG import terminal is 279 MMscfid of which LicoEilctrica uses from 82 to 93 MMscf per day, allowing
for a terminal delivery of 186MMscf/d for Costa Sur. (FERC, PREPA, CICAAE Report)

“In 2013, EcoElectrica imported 26,341,701 Mscf, an average sendout rate of 72.1 MMsel’d, and Costa Sur
imported 30,366,031 Mscf, an average sendout rate of 83.1 MMscf/d. (Office of Fossil Energy. DOE)

$FERC (CPI 6-000) recently approved FicoElectrica NG truck loading terminal, which would be capable of
loadmt. twenty four (24) 12,000 gallon LNG trailers per day. The truck terminal can deliver 480 tons of LNG per
day or 23.376 MMSsclid {50% of the Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project stated sendout rate). This is sufficient gas to
run a 100MW modern combined cycle plant. (FERC)

INDO05-03

INDO05-04

Comment noted. The commentor suggests an analysis that is beyond the scope of this
EIS.

The commentor points to the apparent efficiency of the EcoEléctrica Plant. The
research conducted on alternatives notes the challenge of getting the natural gas from
EcoEléctrica to the Aguirre Plant. Construction of a pipeline would be required,
which has little support from the government of Puerto Rico or the general public,
and it could not be installed in time to meet the EPA’s mandatory Mercury and Air
Toxics Standards and other Project objectives. A trucking alternative was researched
and determined not to be viable due to the dense residential community roads that
would need to be traversed and the number of trucks (times per day) to deliver the
required volumes of natural gas.

Individuals
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INDO5 — Victor Gonzalez (cont’d)

INDO5-04]

INDO05-05

(eonfd) |than ¢

PREPA’s current gencration®. New combined cyele flex-fuels plants would emit less CO2¢ per MWh

n the EcoElcetrica plant, Pucrto Rico’s lowest CO2¢ per MWh' facility.

With this in mind, the Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project cannot be considered a smart investment.
The Project’s dock will cost close to $400.000,000 once the cost of the Gas Pre-Heating System and the
Gas Filtration and Metering System are added to the cost of the contract. Leasing a FSRU for 10 years
will cost in excess of $600,000.000. A one-billion dollar investment will be needed. That same billion
dollar could pay for six brand new 150 MW combined cyele plants capable of gencrating as much energy
as the Aguirre Power Complex and Costa Sur Plants gencrated in 2013 and doing it more cfficiently and
with less negative impact on air quality.®

The combined reduction of CO2¢ from burning LNG on the new combined cycle plants, and the
opportunity such plants provide to safely and economically integrate 1.000 MW of renewable energy,
would eliminate 4,500.000 tons of CO2¢ emissions. This would be a greater benefit to the coral reefs at
the Boca Del Infierno pass than any proposcd mitigation.

PREPA can meet its MATS requirement by switching from its steam plants to its diesel plants
while the new flex-fuel combined cycle plants are built: and by facilitating renewable energy projects.

Ultimately. the numbers speak for tt Ives. Tor the same inves as the Aguirre Offshore
GasPort Project, Puerto Rico could get six modern flex fuel combined cycle plants utilizing the existing
EcoElectrica LNG import terminal” infrastructure that would burn less fuel, pollute less, lower CO2¢
cmissions, and yet produce more energy and more opportunity for Pucrto Rico’s booming rencwable
cnergy market.

If built. the Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project will be a missed opportunity to usher in truly
efficient power plants, integrate more renewable energy to the grid, and reduce CO2e emissions. Once
more it seems that we are embarking on an expensive and futile mismanagement of our energy and
environmental needs.

Victor Gonzalez,

PO Box 363794

San Juan, PR 00936-3794
Vlgb2429@gmail.com

% In 2013, the combined generation of Costa Sur Steam, Aguirre Steam, and Aguirre Combined Cycle plants (2,312
MW of nameplate capacity) was 7,655,783 MWh. (PRIPA)

FeoFlectrica emissions of CO2e per MWh generated were 490 kilograms, Aguirre’s were 890 kilograms, AES’s
were 1,008 kilograms, and the average of all plants including EcoElectrica were 790 kilograms of CO2¢ per MWh
generated. (EPA)
¥ Based on FeoElectrica emissions of 490 kilograms per MWh, new plants burning natural gas unloaded at the
Licokilectrica LNG import terminal would generate less than 3,400,000 metric tons of CO2e. In 2012, the Aguirre
ymplex and Costa Sur combined CO2e emissions were 6,547,810 metric tons. New plants would also allow the
safc integration of 1,000 MW of solar and wind facilitics, bringing renewable cnergy generation to 2,000,000 MWh,
or 15% of PREPA’s current fossil fuel generation. The 2.000.000 MWh generated would avoid 1,580,000 metric
tons of CO2e. (EPA)

” Currently the premium that PREPA has to pay for the gas imported via the EcoElectrica LNG import terminal
makes the use of the idle capacity of that [ederally and locally permitted infrastructure more costly than need be.
There are ways around that issue besides building the Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project.

IND05-05

Comment noted. While the analysis of the cost and effectiveness of the Project is
appreciated, the facilities under the jurisdiction of PREPA, namely the Aguirre Power
Complex, are not under the FERC’s jurisdiction and are beyond the scope of this EIS.
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INDO5 — Victor Gonzalez (cont’d)

The attachments to this letter arc too voluminous to include in this EIS. They arc available for viewing on
the FERC wecbsite at hitp:/‘www fere.gov. Using the “cLibrary™ link, scleet “General Scarch” from the
cLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket N xcluding the last three digits (i.c., CP13-
193), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@fere.gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676. or for TTY. contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/Accession number [or this submittal is 20140909-5021.

Individuals
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INDO6 — Mithriel MacKay
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FERC issues draft Envir 1 Impact S on Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC’s
Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project (Docket No. CP13-193-000)
Issued Aungust 7, 2014

The EIS for the off shore Gas Port proposed by “Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC (Aguirre LLC), a
wholly owned subsidiary of Excelerate Energy, LP”, has not included the most recent research and
accounted for the gap in research necessary to make determinations regarding impact to marine
mammals in the area of construction and future ship traffic. There are several errors to the EIS referring
to marine mammals in the project area.

There is a limited amount of research that has been conducted off Puerto Rico to determine the
abundance, movement, and habitat use in the waters surrounding Puerto Rico. This gap in knowledge
leaves the potential for this construction to harm marine Is, including endangered hi back
whales (Megaptera novaeangliae). | have been conducting research on humpback whales beginning
January 2011 and continuing each winter through April 2014 (and will continue annually during the
winter occupation). My research includes collecting opportunistic data for marine fauna and citizen
science in the form of photographs of whales, dolphins, manatee, and sea turtles. Here is a summary of
my data {with publications forth coming within the next 12 months as part of PhD dissertation work and
will be submitted to peer review journals);

1. Humpback whales are found seasonally and predictably in the waters surrounding Puerto
Rico between (ata minimum) January 1 and May 1 each winter.

2. The waters around Puerto Rico are being used as a nursery area and for reproductive
behaviors near shore and off shore.

IND06-02|3.  There are preliminary indications the waters off the south coast are being used as a transect

between the northern habitats and the Lesser Antilles each winter. Table 4.5.3-1, page 4-48
does not list humpback whales in the project area. This is incorrect and needs to be
rectified. A survey of the project area is incomplete. The company conducted their single
study when humpback whales pleted their migration north, at the end of the season.
There is not a single study that has been done in that area, aside from the sparse data | have
collected off the south coast indicating that whales are using the near shore area. Citizen
science indicates that several species of dolphin and whales are in the project area
seasonally and year round.

4. Humpback whales competitive breeding groups are spotted in the waters off Puerto Rico
each winter. It is unknown if this area is being repopulated as the species continues to
recover from whaling or if the area serves another purpose.

INDOG-03[5,  Humpback whales singers are occupying the waters off Puerto Rico each winter. These are

males seeking breeding opportunities. Using a bubble curtain may help to avoid masking
vocalizations of marine mammals during construction and should be recommended as one
inexpensive measure.

IND06-04]6.  There are many species of marine mammals in the waters off Puerto Rico including killer

whales, spotted dolphins, spinner dolphins, rough toothed dolphins, bottle nose dolphins,
striped dolphins, Risso’s dolphins, and sperm whales (MacKay 2010-2014 unpublished data).
The abundance and habitat is unknown. Preliminary data suggests they are resident off the
west and south coasts. Page 4-49 state that the dolphin species inhabiting similar waters to
the project area are unlikely to be found is incorrect. Atlantic spotted dolphins, Risso’s ,
spinners, and striped dolphins have been spotted by my team off the west coast frequently
and off the south coast opportunistically. Killer whales are returning to the area off the

IND06-01

IND06-02

INDO06-03
IND06-04

See response to comment AG02-24.

Table 4.5.3-1 lists the non-ESA-listed marine mammals potentially occurring in the
Project area. The humpback whale is an ESA-listed species so it was not included in
the non-ESA-listed species table. Rather, the humpback whale was included in table
4.6-1 (Threatened and Endangered Species Potentially Occurring in the Project Area).

See the response to comment AG05-04.

Section 4.5.3.1 has been updated to include the preliminary data summarizing the
presence of these species near the Project area. Also see response to comment AG02-
27.

Individuals
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INDO6 — Mithriel MacKay (cont’d)

20140910-5148 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/10/2014 2:38:09 PM

INDO6-04 south coast for at least the past 4 seasons and local fishermen have been producing video
(cont'd) and photos to document these events. Itis imperative that surveys be conducted to
determine the abundance and location of resident dolphins and the assumption that they
are not in the project area be discarded in recognition of a paucity of data rather than
supported by science. The citation available currently is “Mignucci 1998”. This is the last
publication assessing the data available at that time (and not collected by the author, rather
collected previously by other projects) and is need of current information. My data will be
published shortly, h ;1 am available to provide the information in the form of the filed
local and federal reports or in direct contact with OES, NMFS, and other agencies with an
interest in this project. Relying on a citation over 16 years old based on data older preceding
the publication does not provide sufficient information to make an assessment of impact in
the project area.

INDG6-05|7.  Short finned pilot whales are present in the waters off the west coast (MacKay 201-2014
unpublished data). Itis unknown if they are present off the south coat. This gap in data
needs to be corrected before impact can be assessed.

8. Marine Geospatial Ecology Lab led by Pat Halpin at Duke University is in the process of
building cetacean density models for US waters in the Gulf of Mexico, western Atlantic, and
Caribbean for the NOAA CetSound project and for the US Navy, which they will utilize in EIS
preparation. (Please note that although the Navy is a funder of part of this project, the work
is being conducted independently by us with the results being subject to peer review, just
like any other research.) This group has contacted me and will be incorporating my data
into models. This information is relevant to the construction of an LNG station off the south
coast of Puerto Rico to determine the impact of cetaceans impacted by human activity.

Please refer to NMFS permit number 15682 and DRNA permit 2011-EPE-20 more detailed reports.

IND06-06 Table 4-1 of the EIS lists Humpback whales as “not likely to adversely affect” and | dispute this
finding based on the information listed below. It is also important to note that dolphin species, including

INDo6-07| seasonal (Killer whales) and resident dolphins (at least 5 known species) are not listed for consideration
of impact in the summary in this document (Table 4-6-3 page 4-95 and page D32) and are resident in the
proposed area for construction and activity. The impact to humpback whales should be “likely to be

IND0G-06| adversely affected” and dolphins species as “unknown or likely to be adversely affected”. The proposed

{contd) | off shore project is in the direct path of migrating, singing, and resting humpback whales (unpublished

data, Mackay 2011-2014).

INDO6-08| | am concerned as the construction and ship traffic has the potential to harass marine mammals
in an area where the impact cannot be measured until research is funded and conducted to determine
the potential for harm to several species. My research can support the need to mitigate the effects of a
project of this magnitude. The first includes disrupting vocalizations of humpbacks singing to work out
breeding dynamics. Whales are known to change their behavior in response to anthropogenic noise,
including ship traffic. Secondly; Mothers with neonates will be traveling off shore in the area of this
project and the potential to interrupt nursing or change the migration route may have significant effects
on the population by increasing the risk of mortality or morbidity events.

TND06-09] The EIS states on page 4-92, “Impacts on protected marine mammals, sca turtles, and fish in the
offshore environment resulting from operation of the Project are expected to be permanent but minor.
These animals are highly mobile and would be able to avoid areas of noise that would cause them
discomfort or harm.”” There are two problems with this statement. First, mothers with neonates migrating
back to feeding grounds need to conserve energy and avoid predators. Changing the migration route to
avoid noise requires expending more energy and has the potential to place them in areas where they are

INDO06-05

IND06-06

INDO06-07

INDO06-08

INDO06-09

The 2010-2015 Jobos Bay Management Plan was used as a resource for both the draft
and final EISs and is referenced in section 4 as "(DNER, 2010)."

Based on our evaluation, we do not anticipate Project activities would likely
adversely affect humpback whales. We will continue to conduct required Section 7
consultations related to impacts on all ESA species.

Section 4.5 discusses killer whales and resident dolphins. Table 4.6.3-1 only
discusses ESA-listed species.

Sections 4.5.3.3 and 4.6.2 have been updated to include the potential impacts of
increased vessel traffic on humpback whales and other marine mammals. Also see
response to comment AG02-27.

Sections 4.5.3.3 and 4.6.2 have been updated to include potential noise impacts on
humpback whales.

Individuals
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(cont'd)

IND0S-10

INDO6-11

INDOG-12
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more vulnerable to Killer whales. This change is migration route has the potential for high impact and
harassment for these animals, Second; my preliminary data suggests humpback whale singers are
selecting areas with verv specific geographical features. Masking singing has the potential to disrupt
breading activity of whales, including the propagation of vocalizations important to humpback whale life
history. Shipping trallic will place humpback whales on a collision course with large vessels. Mitigation,
such as implementing measures 1o avoid ship strikes, is mentioned in the EIS as not being necessary,
except lor manatee. This is incorrect when the proximity to shore for humpback whales is taken under
consideration.

Page 4-82 states. “No whales were observed during the marine mammal surveys conducted by
[ Aguirre LLC for the Project (Tetra Tech, 2013d). However, the surveys only occurred in late April
through early May, which is a limited window for observing these wide-ranging and highly mobile
animals.” Humpback whales are found ofI' the south coast of Puerto Rico between January 1 and May |
predictably, every winter. Peak season is roughly the middle of February to the middle of March.
although this flexes between years. The window of observations excluded the peak period that whales are
occupying these waters. The survey method was not mentioned in this report. but because the whales are
highly mobile, aerial surveys are the only reliable means for an abundance estimate from the south coast
of Puerto Rico. There is not a suitable viewing platform from land of a sufficient altitude to determine
occupancy and abundance along the south coast of Puerto Rico (Mackay 2010-2014 unpublished data).

| strongly suggest, based on my research and the most current scientific publications, that the EIS
include the following:

1. Abundance surveys of marine mammals in the area and determine the risk to local marine
mammals must commence before permitting and construction. Baseline studies of marine
mammals along the entire south, east, and west coasts year round, continuing after the project
begins, and during operations in the future to determine the impact to local seasonal and year
round marine mammals occupying the waters impacted by this project.

2. Placement of hydrophones mounted to the bottom along the west, south, and east coasts of
Puerto Rico to determine the impact to humpback whale singers and marine mammals using
sound to communicate and forage. In particular, to determine the potential for masking songs
and vocalizations critical to whales and dolphins. The noise levels indicated on page 4-53 of the
draft EIS are in range of marine mammal hearing and production, including dolphins and whales
in the project area. The near shore ledge off Puerto Rico’s south coast is consistent with the
bathymetry related to males’ vocalizations {singing) and may be critical habitat. A study needs to
be conducted to determine if humpbacks are using this area for breeding behaviors related to
singing.

3. Recommendation for mitigation guidelines, including protected species/marine mammal
observers to assure operations follow a protocol in line with current practices to protect marine
mammals when they enter an area surrounding the proposed project. This addresses a
necessary correction to reflect that whales and dolphins will be impacted.

4. Recommendations that address the possibility of ship strikes of marine mammals, with
particular emphasis on humpback whales. Page 4-91 states that the impact is expected to be
low for whales, however, without any research to support this finding that assessment cannot
be accurately determined. | am suggesting the impact is likely to be high as the distance from
shore that humpback whales, especially mothers with neonates, occupy around Puerto Rico is
consistent with the location of the project and the shipping traffic is set up to be on a collision
course with whales {Mackay 2010-2014 unpublished data).

5. Recommendation that any construction be avoided during the winter between January 1 and
April 30 when humpbacks are both in residence and migrating through the project area or until

INDO06-10

INDO6-11

IND06-12

Comment noted. We will continue to consult with NMFS to determine the
appropriate mitigation for any impacts on marine mammal species.

Comment noted. We will continue to consult with NMFS to determine the
appropriate mitigation for any impacts on marine mammal species.

We are recommending certain mitigation measures in section 4.5.3.3 to minimize the
Project’s impacts on marine mammals during construction and operation.

Individuals
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research can determine the route humpback whales are taking to the Lesser Antilles, areas
where mothers are giving birth and neonates are resting/nursing, and the singers (males seeking
breeding opportunities) are using this area.

6. Manatees are known to move to man-made structures off shore where warm water is a
byproduct. The potential to become dependent on this resource has long term implications on
the impact of the manatee in the area. Although there may appear to be an immediate benefit,
warm water offal may lure manatee to areas with ship traffic. It appears that has been
considered in the EIS. What has not been considered is the impact to endangered manatee if the
project should be discontinued after creating a dependence on this resource for warm water. |
suggest the EIS should consider the long term impact on manatee by requiring the warm water
offal be dispersed in a manner that will make it unavailable to manatee and decrease the chance
for dependency on man-made structures. Alternatively, if the warm water offal is discontinued,
a plan should be incorporated to wean manatee or provide an alternative source.

7. The companies investing in the project should have an interest in ongoing marine mammal
research as long as the plant is under construction and in operation. Funding for ongoing
research should be mandated as part of the permitting process to assess the impact {or lack of)
to marine mammal species in the project area and areas affected by the ship traffic and
anthropogenic noise.

8. Construction should take place in the months when humpback whales are not using this near
shore area to migrate to the Lesser Antilles, often with very small neonates. There are many
measures that may be taken to avoid ship strikes when traffic begins, including very slow
speeds, visual monitoring, and a coordinated communication network to warn vessel operators
when marine mammals are in the area of ship traffic. Please refer to the Boston Harbor right
whale mitigation efforts for a positive role model for addressing ship traffic.

It is important to note that stating there will not be an impact to marine mammals because we do
not of marine mammals in the area is not sufficient for an EIS. This statement can only be valuable when
there are systematic, scientific data to support that conclusion. A precedent for stating that marine
mammals are not impacted where there were no studies can be found by looking to the area off
Southern California where the US Navy is conducting exercises. Naval exercises preceding knowledge of
ithe impact to marine mammals resulted in the death of bottlenose dolphins and may have changed the
behaviors of other marine mammals (lawsuits filed in 2005 and 2206, and recently in 2014). A
determination was made that there is a need for scientific studies to be conducted (and now underway)
ito determine if marine mammals were at risk in the area. The result of those studies indicate that there
are many species of marine mammals in the area off Southern California where the Navy assumed no
marine mammals would be at risk, simply because “nobody looked”. The laws, regulations, and
guidelines set forth by the Marine Mammal Protection Act and the Endangered Species Act must be
considered for this proposed project. This LNG project appears to be approaching a similar

determination in a similar manner.

If | can be of further assistance in providing information, including a summary of data, please contact me
at Mithriel@Marine-Eco.org.

Mithriel MacKay PhD Candidate
Marine Mammal Behavioral Ecology Group (Dr. Bernd Wilirsig Lab)

Texas A&M University at Galveston

and

IND06-13

INDO6-14

Section 4.6 has been revised to reflect Aguirre LLC's currently proposed action. As
noted in section 4.6, the FERC will submit a BA to the FWS and NMFS outlining
impacts on the Antillean manatee and all other ESA-listed species once the final
pipeline design or route is determined.

Comment noted. Aguirre LLC will consult with NMFS to determine the need for
appropriate surveys or mitigation related to potential Project impacts on marine
mammal species.

Individuals
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Director of Research and Education
Marine and Coastal Ecology Research Center
Pipe Creek, Texas and (Field Station) San German, Puerto Rico, USA
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INDO7U1|ATfredo Mendez, San Juan Puerto Rico, PR.
I am 1 of the owners of a part of Cayos de Barca we see a platform to close from my
Island and also we need to understand the project and how will be affected
INDX7-02[ATso corales marine Tife plus Mangrows affected quality of the water
INDOZ-03]A1so warnings and safe ecosistema

INDO7-04|How we can talk about the project and with who before this is approved

Page 1

INDO7-01

INDO7-02

INDO7-03
INDO7-04

Comment noted. We conducted further research to determine the accuracy of the
landowner information for the cays. As needed, these landowners were added to our
environmental mailing list.

Section 4.0 of the EIS addresses potential water quality changes as a result of the
Project and reviews how these changes may affect corals and other marine life,
including mangroves.

Comment noted.

Submitting comments on the record is an effective form of communicating with the
Commission about this Project.

Individuals
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Comment_Jacqueline Rosado_Individual_General Opposition_092214.txt

Jacqueline Rosado, Ocean park, PR.
https: //ferconline. ferc. gov/mnckcoment aspx

RE: Aguirre offshore Gasport

INDG8-01|How could this project_even be recommended? There is serious erosion happening in
Puerto Rico. we need alternative clean energy put into place on this island. The
impact this prn]ect would have on the environment is serious. Have we not learned
lanything? am just in awe at the stupidity, negligence, and uncaring for the world
ithat the bra1nch11d of this project possesses!
No! This project should not move forward!
Thank A
Jacqueline Rosado

INDO9 — Noelle Mendez

20140924-5069(29802339) . txt

Noelle Mendez, Guaynabo, PR.
Government

FERC issues draft Environmental Impact Statement on Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC's
Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project (Docket No. CP13-193-000)
Issued August 7, 2014

TNDO9- UII am the owner of part of the Cayos De Barca Island and I would Tike to know the
Impact in the area for this Project. As a private citizen, owner of three Cayos La
Barca cay I have never been informed nor contacted about this project. I found out
by the press.

where can I call or ask more information. I do not have the expertise to interpret
the information you provide. Also, the time to look for advice is to short, since
we found out by the press.

This is a very important place for me and my family.

Thanks, Noelle Mendez

IND08-01

IND09-01

Comment noted. Section 3.2 of the EIS was updated to evaluate alternative energy
sources (e.g., solar, wind); however, these alternatives were eliminated from further
evaluation because they could not meet the objectives of the Project.

Aguirre LLC has held multiple community informational meetings (“open houses™)
for the Project, and the FERC has held multiple scoping and public comment
meetings. Newspaper ads and local flyers were posted to inform people about the
Project, and periodic postcards or newsletters (brochures) have been sent by the
FERC to the communities and its leaders during this review period. In addition,
federal and state agencies have been engaged in Project review and comment since
2012. Also see the responses to comments IND0O7-01 and INDOQ7-04.

Individuals
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IND10 — Walter M. Ruiz

WALTER M. RUIZ. mayaguez. PR.
WALTER M RUIZ, Ph. D

CONSULTING ENGINEER
Tel.787-612-1938 Suite 206, Condominio Profesional
email:wmrgroupi@yahoo.com 72 W. Mendez Vigo St. Box 3213

Mayagiiez, P.R. 00680

Kimberly D. Bose. Scerctary

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

Re: Aguirre Offshore Gasport Project
Project Docket Number CP13-193-000

Dear Mrs. Bose:

We have revised your draft Environmental Impact Statement published for the referenced project and would like to
make the following comments:

IND10-01| 1. During the last three years we have reviewed all correspondence gencrated by FERC and Aguirre Offshore
Gasport, LLC (Aguirre LLC) during the development of this document and can attest to the thoroughness of the
cvaluation, analysis and extensive state of the art technologies and design criteria that have been implemented in the
development of this project. We recognize the environmentally sensitive issues associated with the project. All
environmental issues are being addressed during the development stages, and must be complied with, both during the
construction and operation of the ics.

2- You conclude that construction and operation of the Project would result in limited adverse environmental
impact that would mostly occur during the construction.

q

3- You have also concluded that approval of the Project would have adverse envir 1 impact, but
these impacts would be reduced to less-than significant levels if mitigati are impl d. You have
specified 65 mitigation measures that Aguirre LLC should implement to further reduce the environmental impact that

would otherwise result from the construction and operation of the Projeet, and have r ded that these
mcasures be attached as condition to any authorization issucd by the Commission.

Having address all environmental issucs brought forward during the development of the EIS, and once compliance
with all regulatory requirements are met we strongly request that FERC e: e all its resources Lo expedite the

i of the corresponding approval and construction permit in order for Aguirre IIC be able to start and complete
the construction and initial operation of these facilitics in the shortest possible time.

The operation of Aguirre LLC represents. in the short term, the only alternative available to the people of Puerto Rico,
that can produce some reduction in our energy cost, by operating Aguirre Plant with natural gas. At the same time. the
use of natural gas will allow the Aguirre Plant to meet the requirements of the EPA’s Mercury and Air Toxic standard
rule

For Puerto Rico time is of an essence. Oil prices continue to represent a Sword of Democles on our throat. Any spike
in oil costs caused by the political unrest in the middle east would send our energy costs by the roof. Puerto Rico is in
the middle of an cconomic depression caused to a great extent by high cnergy cost caused by our high dependency on

file://C | Usersimdb0702. NRGINC/ Desktop/20110929-501 5(29808312).x1[9:29/2014 9:58:17 AM]

IND10-01

Comment noted.

Individuals
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IND10 — Walter M. Ruiz (cont’d)

oil for encrgy generation. Average energy costs ranging $0.27/kwh during the last four years have crippled our
cconomy. Busincss and industrics arc continuously closing, thirty to forty thousand residents arc immigrating to the
mainland. looking for better living condition each year, Living condition are deteriorating daily. resources are not
available to satisfy public service facilities. Government is essentially bankrupt, continuously increasing taxes on the
people and remaining businesses. All this destruction has been caused to a grate extent by the high costs of energy in
the island. Cumulative co-lateral damage is essentially irreversible. A loose, loose proposition.

The operation of the Aguirre Offshore facilities represents a light at the end of the tunnel. for the economy of PR. Not
only will it bring about a partial reduction in the energy cost with the use of natural gas in the Aguirre Plant (2 to 3
cents/KWII), but it will provide PREPA with the necessary storage and re-gasification facilities needed to complete
the conversion of all PREPA facilitics to natural gas. The infrastructure neeessary to convey the NG from Aguirre to
the north coast plants would be the remaining picee of the puzzle to achieve not only this goal, but to bring into
compliance North Coast plants with the requirements of the EPA’s Mercury and Air Toxic standard rule

The present or next government in the island must urgently address this issue in the near future. Only then. will Puerto
Rico be able to keep up with the rest of the world, achiev y cost competitiveness worldwide, (FC=80.15/kwh),
that will allow us to rctain and create new jobs, industrics and busincss, jump start our cconomy, that will Icad us in
the reconstruction of our devastated cconomy.

Expediting the approval of this critical project is in the best interest of all concerned.

Respectlully Submitted

Walter M. Ruiz Ph. D.

“fUsers imdb0702 NRGINC/Desktop/20110929-5015(29808312).tx1[9/29/2014 9:58:17 AM]
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Farnana
Include

Section 4.3.1 Arc

INDI1-01 | e

INDI11-02

INDI1-03]

IND11-01 See section 4.2 for a discussion on existing contaminants in Jobos Bay. In 2008,
NOAA collected samples and conducted a baseline assessment of the ecological
resources of Jobos Bay (Whitall, et al.), the results of which are included in multiple
locations of the EIS.

IND11-02 Aguirre LLC revised its pipeline installation method and design to comply with
U.S. Department of Transportation pipeline regulations. As such, we have updated
our analysis to include the sedimentation impacts associated with the proposed burial
method of hand jetting.

IND11-03 See response to comment IND03-01.

Individuals
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IND11-03]
(cont'd)

in irrigation

> Lhe JBNEF

INDI 1-04

IND11-04

Section 4.3.3.1 was updated to include additional discussion of regional groundwater

characteristics.

Individuals
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IND12 — Miriam Gallardo

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
AGUIRRE OFFSHORE, GASPORT PROJECT (DOCKET NO. CP13-193-000)

Comments can be: (1) left with a FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addresses below ar (3) electronically filed'.

Please send two copies referenced to Docket No. CP13-193-000 to the addresses below.

For Official Filing (send 1 copies):
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Sueet, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

Another copy (send 1 copy):

Cias Branch 4, PJ-11.3

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
K88 First Street , NE

Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) [artach an additionat sheet if necessary]
mpizot|  f cig“—egi He gc%‘mg 4 ﬁ%m Ve Or/;lmr(’ &sﬁml ro {_@é_
bgﬁgf&g «%‘7 area_¥s whert we haye He fxggect arount ot
@ /7
mavedoes [y Puords Breo . roued 500 mnmleesémve/ '
Mis area daily. thicpumber was provided by y | Yo Tobes
Buw Posowve Hiie past 911}1 WY eu (he

colebrodicne of o Mavelee [jau Wour are Loy goLhopo
d@a[ Uu\u\ Hqs anmoauad ar{) wan@&@ WPAC/M 7

U
oWy 1}7 (—(Wﬁnﬁﬁmc,%/\ﬂmﬂm W%m
Qre {m %l/\ﬁ an (f 5 6y (J & #gmglﬁgéd (Aa‘f déd'ﬂ)&___

C()lmmenmr's Nume{zzd Mailing Address (Please Print)
Moo Gallu ol

Culle 6 63
bTQMQdDJQCL_HU

( chx) eom

! The € electronic filing of ¢ ts. See 18 Code of Federal Regolations 385.2001 (a)(1)(iii) and the insiructions on the
Commission’s Tnietnet website at hup://w; gav under the link to “Documents and Filings” and “cFiling.” cFiling is a filc attachment process
and roquires that you prepare your submissi me manncr a5 you would if fling on paper, and save it o a file on your hard drive. New
eFiling users must first create an account by i > You will be asked ta select the type of Niling you are making.
This filing is considered a “Comment on Fil ~Quick Comment” oplion available., which is an easy methad for interested
persons to submit text only comments on « project. The Quick-Conuent User Guide can be viewed at hitpifwvow ferc.pov/docs-inglefilingfquick
cummeni-puide pdf. Quick Comment does nol require i FE! steation account; however. you will be asked Lo pravide a valid email address.
All comments submitted under either eFiling or the Quick Comment option ure placed in the public record for the specilied docket or project
numher(s).

IND12-01

Section 4.6 contains information regarding the presence of manatees and mitigation
methods that would be employed to minimize risk to the species. See also the
responses to comments AG02-27 and AG05-04.

Individuals
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMO1 - Public Meeting in Guayama, Puerto Rico

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE

PROPOSED AGUIRRE OFFSHORE GASPORT PROJECT

PUBLIC MEETING,

held on Tuesday, September 9th, 2014, at the Club de
Leones Conference Center, Avenida los Veteranos,

Guayama, Puerto Rico, starting at 4:20 p.m.

Public Meetings
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PMO1 - Public Meeting in Guayama, Puerto Rico (cont’d)

IN GUAYAMA, PUERTO RICO
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9TH, 2014

P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-§

MS. JOHNSON: Good evening, everyone. So sorry for the delay. Tt's about 4:20. We are going to start
in about a minute. We have translating service for anyone who needs translation from English to Spanish
or Spanish to Lnglish. We also have a court reporting service. This is a joint public hearing between the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and the Oficina de Gerencia de Permisos. So on behalf of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Comunission and the Puerto Rico Oficina de Gerencia de Permisos, I would like
to welcome you all to this meeting tonight. Let the record show that the public comments meeting for the
Aguirre Offshore Gasporl Project began at 4:19, on September 9th, 2014, Tust a couple of room
announcements: Apparently the water is not running in the building right now so the restrooms are closed
for the moment. And if everyone can kind of lower or turn off your cell phones so we can all hear the
speakers, that would be most appreciated.

My name is Gertrude Johnson. [ am an environmental project manager with the I'ederal Lnergy Regulatory
Commission, or FERC. At the table with me tonight is Andrya Torres Pérez, who is a chemical engincer
with the Pipcline Certificates Division at FERC. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the T.S.
Amy Corp of Engineers, U.S. Coast Guard, the Puerto Rico Office of Permits Management, the Puerto
Rico Environmental Quality Board, the Puerto Rico Planning Board, the Puerto Rico Department of Natural
and Environmental Resources, the Puerto Rico Department of Hcallh cooperated in the prepamlmn of this
document, and I would like to thank them for their inued with the envir 1 impact
statement, or EIS review process.

Jared Brandell, Elizabeth Dolezal and Steve Holden are at this sign-in table in the back of the room. They
are with NRG, LLC, and third-party contractors to FERC, assisting in preparing the EIS for the proposed
action. Danicl Laffoon, who is not here y s also an environmental project manager with FERC, and he
should be here soon as well. Here is the Puerto Rico Oficina de Gerencia de Permisos represented by.

MS. ROSAS: Loyda Rosas Negron.

MS. JOHNSON: And they will begin their Reading of the notes of intent and begin the public hearing for
their process.

MR. RIVERA: Can you hear me now? Good afiernoon to everyone here, from the Office of Management
and Permits, and welcome to the hearing in relation to case 2014-287982-REA-461. In the provisions, we
are going to read the public notice, which is in Spanish, and it reads as follows: “Public investigative
hg:mng notice of the cnvironmental document for the Aguirre Offshore Gasport Project. The Office of
and Permils publishes the following notice on the public hearing pursuant to Article 4(b)3 of
Law 4.16 from September 22nd. 2004, as amended, also known as Law About anxrmuncmal Public Policy,
along with Law 161 from December 1, 2009, as amended, known as the Law for Reforming the Permit
Process of Pueno Rico, and according to R\lle 123 in the Regulations Livaluation and Processing of
E; of the Envi 1 Quality Board, here on forward known as RETDA. The
Permits Office invites neighbors, gencral public and government entitics to attend the public hearing and
participate init, for the pul])()se (:f submitting its comments or information which can be considered for the
ion of the envi d for the construction of an offshore terminal for liquid
natural gas.

Public Meetings
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PMO1 - Public Meeting in Guayama, Puerto Rico (cont’d)

The project: Towards the southern part of Aguirre in the Municipality of Salinas. The project is proposed
with the idea of receiving liquid gas for generating cleaner power in Aguirre, in the Municipality of Salinas.
The public hearing requested by OGPe will be held on September 9, 2014, at 4:00 in the aflernoon, at Club
de Leones, Veteranos Avenue, Guayama, 787-864-1925; and the date September 10, 2014, at 4:00 in the
afternoon, at the Salinas Marina, PR771, La Playa Ward, Salinas, Puerto Rico, 787-824-3185. Also, it’s
going to be held September , 2014, at 5:00 in the afternoon, in Aguirre Clubhouse, Road 705, Kilometer 3,
Aguirre, Puerto Rico, lelephone number 787-853-4052. The purpose of the public hearing is to research,
investigate and gather information that can result useful in determining how the environmental impact
statement is adequate for the proposed project, which is pursuant, but not limited to, the following rules of
RETDA: C‘hnplcr 4 Rulc 112 (8] haptcr 6, 115 and C haplcr Rulc H% aml tha, olhcl prnvmom of RFTD A

C1¢
of the pwjecl and the landowner assist lu lhe public heuring. If not, lhe requesl will be dismiss

announce that the parties may appear with legal counsel, but are not obligated to do so,
corporations and partnerships.

The examining officer presiding the hearing cannot cancel it once scheduled, unless it is requested in
writing, with no less than five days prior to holding this hearing, stating the reasons for suspending it or
postponing it, together with a money order or manager’s check for 50 dollars in name of the Scerctary of
the Department of Treasury. The request for suspension should be done before OGPe. The petitioner shall
notify the intervening parties within the five days stated, and the suspension is not motivated for non-

li. of alegal requi the petiti will pay the cost for the suspension and inform it through
a press announcement, and copy of said document will be available in the webpage of the OGPe and the
Electric Power Authority, and also there will be a hard copy at the local city hall of the Municipality of
Salinas, in the Municipality of Guayama. The announcement was signed in San Juan, Puerto Rico, today,
August 8, 2014, signed by Archilect Alberto Lastra Power, OGPe’s executive director. The examining
panel for OGPe will be myself, Attorney Felix Rivera; and Am)mev Loyda Rosas.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you. For those who nced translating services, we have an interpreter tonight for
Spanish transl who also has headpt that one can wear for translation. If you need the headphones,

they are over with the translating service.

(Whereupon, Ms. Torres makes the same announcement in Spanish.)

MS. JOHNSON: On August 7th, 2014, we mailed about 350 CD copics of the draft Environmental Impact
Statement in English and Spanish, and almost 200 hard copics of the draft Environmental Impact Statement
in English and Spanish to those individuals in our environmental mailing list, government agencies, local
libraries and newspapers. If you did not receive a copy of the draft Lnvi 1 Impact S then
you are not on our mailing list. Please provide us with your address at the table in the back of the room,
after the meeting.

This is a project being proposed by lixcelarate Energy, LP or Aguirre Offshore Gasport, LLC, in
cooperation with the Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority. Aguirre, LLC filed this application under
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act, to construct facilitics, develop and operate an offshore birthing platform,
an offshore liqueficd natural gas import terminal or offshore gasport, and a subsca pipeline about 4.1 mile,
or 6.6 kilometers in length, connecting the offshore terminal to PREPA’s Aguirre Power Generation
Complex in Salinas, Puerto Rico.

The purpose of this mecting is to get your on this draft Envi I Tmpact S We
are in the midst of a 45-comment period on the draft EIS. The comment period ends on Seplember 29,
2014. All comments that we receive within the comment period will be addressed in the final
Envi 1 Immpact
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We have a speaker sign-up sheet at the back of the room, and T will call individuals up to speak one at a
time. After those people have had their opportunity to comment, I will ask if anyone else would like to
speak. We take your environmental comments very seriously. We give equal weight o your comments
whether you decide to speak tonight, mail your comments in or submit them electronically to our FERC
website, as we revise the draft EIS. Also, at the back of the table there are sheets that you can use to write
your comments if you would not like to spcak tonight, or mail your comments in, or submit them
electronically. You can write oul your comments tonight and provide them (o us as comments on the draft
LIS. Specific instructions on how to file written or el i are ined in the first couple
pages of the draft EIS. If vou have any questions about that you can ask me after the meeting. I'll be glad
to help vou the best T can. The more specific the comments we reccive from you, the better we can address
your concemns. General comments such as, “I do not like the project,” are not as helpful as specific
comments. Our job over the next couple of months is to revise our environmental analysis based on the
types of comments that we rece

If you received a copy of the draft EIS, vou automatically reccive a copy of the final. You do not need to
sign up again on our m«ullng I|sl Once we finish the final EIS and mail it oul, we will forward that on to
the five presidentially issi at the FERC. The commissioners will consider our
emnromnemal analy: s:s along with non-environmental issues, such as engineering, markets and rates, in
order to determine whether or not to authorize the project. Thus, the EIS itselfis just onc tool in the process.
Tt is not the decision-making document. Like T said, this is your chance to make your comments on the
draft EIS tonight. You will notice that the meeting is being transcribed by a court reporting service on my
left, your right, to make sure that all of the information gathered here tonight is on the public record. To
ensure your comments are addressed in the final EIS, please come to the podium that’s at the center of the
room, speak into the microphone, state and spell your name, as well as any agency or group that you are
representing; that way vour comments will be accurate for the record. If you have questions about the
environmental review process, I can answer those. If you have very specific questions on the facilities
proposed by Excelerate, Aguirre, LLC or PREPA’s facilities here tonight, they can discuss these questions
with you after their presentation or after the meeting.

Do we have a speaker’s list? Anyone signed up to speak tonight?

As part of the proccedings of OGPe, the regular procedure is as follows. We are going to
ntation. Since this is in Puerto Rico it’s going Lo be done in Spanish. Once that is done, we
open the forum so that everybody present can make their comments. Also, you can submit Ihose inw Titing
to the penmits office so that they can take those into consideration for the envi 1 s

We are going to be opening a small forum at this time in case anybody wanls (o express something before
PREPA’s presentation starts. This is just a short period of time we are providing, so that anybody who
can’t wait until the complete presentation by PREPA is done, then you can do so now. We want to clarify
that PRIEPA’s presentation will be somewhat long. So, again, the proceedings will be recorded. And, 1
repeat, does anybody want to express themselves before PREPA begins its presentation?

Having been no show of hands, we will pass the microphone to FERC.

MS. JOINSON: We’'ll let PREPA make their presentation now. We'll allow them to make their
presentation in full, and then, if there are questions, we can ask them at the end of their presentation.

M ANCHEZ: Good afternoon. My name is Ivelisse Sanchez. I work at the office of the director of the
Lnvironmental Protection Office of PREPA. I'm going to proceed to now read our presentation. This is
the presentation for the offshore port of -\gum"e Th: legal basis was already read by the examiners, so we
can confinue forward. Also, the ¢ were ioned by FERC. And today’s agenda is
an introduction that includes the background of the project, the purpose and need for the project, a
description of the project, an analysis of the various alternatives and a description of the environment and
potential impacts and possible mi This is the back d of what the process has been
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1o arrive where we are now. On December 29, 2011, was the pre-application with FERC. On January 1st,
2012, the approval from FERC was received. On February 28, FERC notified its intention to prepare the
EIS and hold meetings that include both agencies and the general public. On April 17, 2013, the application
was filed with FERC to develop and construct and operate port under the National Gas Act.

The purpose of this project is to provide the storage capacity and constant delivery of natural gas, plus
conversion of Aguirre units, so that these units have the capacity to use two fuels. Diesel and natural gas
at Ciclo, and at the thermo electric plant itis Bunker C and natural gas; but the intention being to maximize
the use of natural gas. Storage capacity of the project is of 150,000 cubic meters, and the pumping capacity
will be up to 500 million standard cubic feet per day. The need for this project basically is to comply with
the standard requirements of air toxics and mercury, known as MAT, which is pursuant to recent EPA
regulations. To contribute in the stabilizing of prices, contribute to the diversification of energy sources
and reduce the use of fuel. It has other marginal benefits, such as reducing the traffic of fucl barges in the
Jobos Bay, and this reduces the potential spills of fuel and also any impact on the endangered species in the
bay, and minimizes potential accidents with recreational crafts. This is a brief description of the project.
The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a liquefied natural gas offshore port and
subsea piping. Here we have an illustration of the location of the platform or offshore port. And this line
that we see here is the proposed line that will connect from the platform to the Aguirre power plant. Iere
arc the details. Ttis located about 3000 miles from the southern coast of Puerto Rico. The diameter of the
pipe is about 18 inches, and it has a cover that i the di 10 a total of 24 inches, and
the longitude or length of the pipe is 4.1 miles. This is a description of the sketch of the platform or of the
offshore port. And the ship you sec here, which is the one that is marked to the north, the one that is facing
the power plant more, is the ship that is known as the I'SIU: floating storage and re-gasification unit or the
floating unit for storage and re-gasification. And will be here pretty much permanently. And this is where
the gas would come from, through the pipe to the power plant. And this is the liquefied gas transporter that
comes as necessary (o reload.  And here is the analysis of the allernat and this is (o show how we
arrived at this proposed project. The criteria used in analyzing the alternatives had to be technically and
economically feasible project, as well as practical. It had to comply with the objectives of the project,
which we alrcady mentioned.

The alternative of no-action, which by regulation has to be considered, has the following impacts: The
proposed facilities would not be built under this no-action alternative. No additional impacts would be
produced, other than the ones that alrcady exist. In terms of the environment, the objectives of the project
would not be fulfilled. It would climinate this possibility of having a new natural gas source, and Aguirre
would continue to burn fuel from oil. We would not decrease the issue of environmental contaminants and
Aguirre would not comply with the MAT standards. In addition, the exposition to the neighboring
communities will be exposed to the contaminants, and this would require a weekly delivery of fuels by
barges within the Jobos way, which is what is being done up to now. And other alternatives, among those,
xample, at EcoFElectrica, to build new facilitics, re-gasification facilities, with the
capacity to store liquefied natural gas to connect up to Aguirre, which would add another 30 acres of impact.
You would have to try to avoid as much as we can, the neighboring which is complex. The installation of
underground piping, which would require additional construction, and the impact would be greater than
that of the proposed project. Also, we had considered other projects, piping, like the southern pipeline in
2008 and Via Verde in 2009, which were dismissed. Another alternative would be the installation,
construction and operation of a land port.  And two different lots were considered on land, and also two
piers on the coast. These were industrial facilities. And we considered the Chevron Phillips premises and
the AS Puerto Rico facilities, which is a plant that produces energy by burning coal. Here (indicating to
slides) we have the lots that were evaluated. This is the Chevron Phillips facilities and the AES facilities.
One of the lots that we evaluated could have been considered or was considered, land facilities in both of
thesce facilitics, and picrs here that are on the coast. Other land facilitics that were considered, which is what
is shown on the next slide -- T already mentioned this -- would be another land [acility, but this time at the
Aguirre plant. Could you go back to the map, please? That would be a facility on land, but this facility --

§
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go forward again -- would require 31 “cuerdas” which did not exist next o the power plant. For the barge
to be able to artive empty, a facility with deep water access, and, also, another disadvantage is that it would
be close to a neighborhood and would require of the construction of a wharl up here. The land facility for
the construction of piers does not offer an additional impact in comparison with the proposed project.
Another alternative -- And this is considering an offshore port. What we are going to look at now is which
were the potential locations where this could be placed. The ones we cvaluated ended up with the turned
over piping, to Aguirre. They all have the required depth and the length, and the distance from communitics
vary depending on the location of the site. ‘The i hniques that were idered is the direct
installation versus the opening of channels. And all the alternatives in Boca del Infierno would have great
cnvironmental impacts or similar impacts in comparison with the other locations of the offshore port and
its piping. On this illustration we can see the four different places, which are these small orange square:
These were the four that were originally considered, and these would be their corresponding routes of the
piping that was considered. Initially, we selected site one, which is this one here (indicating), but when the
geotechnical studies of the sea floor were made, then we had to decide to move it to a closer arca. And we
selected this area because of the geotechnical conditions of that sea floor. And here (indicating), what we
have is that the project has proposcd -- which is equivalent to this also considering alternative routes that
were studied because of petitions made from these agencies. The studies are made of all those routes, and
the “bentonic” studies also, to compare them. On this table, which we won't read in its entirety, but what it
does is it compares the four proposed sides; it describes its length, the depth of the area, the sea resources
that there are at each site, the distance to the different communities in the four points, and the condition of
the sea floor. Next.

Once this site was selected as the proper location for the platform, we also studied various alternatives for
the rooting of the pipes; and compared in terms of the number of termns in the pipes, which is more of an
operational and technical aspect, the altering of sca vegetation and coral. None provided an environmental
advantage over the other that would be of any significance. So the favorite or preferred altemative with the
location of the platform and the root of the piping, as we have mentioned, three miles from the coast to this
point (indicating), with a longitude or length of piping of 4.1 miles to the north, through Boca de Infierno
and Jobos Bay, all the way to the Aguirre plant. What we have here is the surface arca of the project detailed
in the various components of the project, at the operational moment as well as during the construction phase
to give us the total impact of soil in the arca that will be i 1. Here (indicating) is the prop d
construction program schedule for the platform. Tt will entail nine months installation of surface. Eight
months under sea piping, for a total duration of 12 months. Now we are going to talk about the environment
and potential impact. The measures to avoid or minimize impacts, several were taken, first to prevent,
sceond to minimize impact, and then we will look at impacts that cannot be avoided or minimized. And
then what is done is you miligate or compensate, make up for. Two criteria or parameters considered. We
considered the alternatives for the sclection of the location of the platform and the piping, as we saw before.
We selected a reasonably shorter route between the terminal and Aguirre plant, avoiding mangrove areas
and sensitive habitats. Avoiding having to cross the navigation channel already in existence, any cable
work also, of PREPA, and the project within PREPA premises on land to avoid private properties. And the
measurcs to minimize or avoid impact, continuing on that topic. Construction methods. As T mentioned,
we have already discussed somewhat.

We selected the method of having to install the pipes so that the environmental impact would be less. Tt's
divided into three construction areas, and it leaves a lesser print. It would float above the coral area, and it
would later submerge by its own weight to install it in its place. It has less impact than digging trenches,
since the digging of trenches could create excessive turbidity due to the displacement of sediment. And the
less impact that the directional excavation that could create a situation of excessive sludge and fragments
in the bay. Now we are going to see the natural measures and what would be the possible impact and
mitigation. In terms of natural resources, we'll have a minimum impact. The risks affecting the operation
could be a scismic and liguefaction and is and effects of waves. All this has been
considered in the design. Well, this is the way that you mitigate it, considering all the possibilities within
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the design, so that the sign incorporates these risks. When it’s designed you obtain a project that has the
capacity of resisting it. And FERC already provided, in their engineering phase, detailed actualizations of
the waves in the sea, such as the FERC recommends in the EIS drafi, and also the structure designs of the
columns and the specifications, used together with the acquisition of equipment, and the quality control
measures that we used for the construction. The final design should be analyzed and approved by FERC.

And inspectors should be there, once in the construction phasc, to observe that process and present
inspection reports. Another resource that could have impact could be sediments and swells -- in soils and
sediments. ‘The impact during construction, it could be the very re-suspension of sediments of the sea bed,
which, what will be, is that the sides will be lifted with the same movement of the water. They could impact
an arca that’s very extensive surrounding it. A sediment transport model will be made to decide the risk
and impact, to determine that. In the column area there’s going to be a study, since there will be more
construction and that will be up to 100 feet. And the pipes will be up to some ten feet. So the mitigation
would be, the sediment transport model will be made to confirm that there will not be suspended in the
columns, and then ten feet from the pipes. According to the results of this model, then the mitigation models
will be designed if they are necessary.

Another resource that could be impacted would be the hydrology resources. That’s water, right? So one
of the possible impacts is the generating sediments and possible re-suspension in the water columns, and
we already saw that in the past slide. Another impact to the water resources would be that, once constructed,
a hydrostatic test has to be done to sce that everything has been welded correctly and safe. That will be
done all throughout the length of the pipes. Some 0,000 gallons of seawater. And they consult with the
National Fish and Wildlife Service to prevent any accidental taking of organisms. After the hydrostatic test
will be done -- it’s just that you pressurize it -- there’s going to be discharge through a six foot diffuser
underneath the surface. The water does not come in contact with chemical substances during this process.
Another possible impact to the hydrology resources is of Icaks and spills, such as fuel and lubricants in the
platform areas and the FSRU. This can happen, ag; through the construction, also during the operation.
The construction contractor and port operators are obligated to comply with the laws and regulations, which
include having a prevention controlled plan for leaks during the operation and construction of the project
before beginning with the construction, and one for the installations once the operation has begun. To see
the impact on several resources, “bentonic” studies were done, which are -- these are the ones that talk
about the quality -- right? -- of the lifc on that sca bed. So we proceed with the preparation of maps of reefs
that are in risk of being extinct, and also altemaltive routes. We saw that previously. Regarding the floor
resources, the possible impact of the project, it takes into consideration that 30 percent of the bay is covered
by seaweeds and the other 20 percent is microalgae. So in terms of mitigation, we developed a mitigation
and oversceing plan for this life-form according with other agencics, and FERC required a draft with the
o ents of the related agencies before Tuding the period for the comments of the drafl EIS.

Continuing with the wildlifc resources, the construction of the pipeline and the offshore terminal can have
some impacts in the habitats on sea life. So here you have quantified what the impact would be temporarily
and the permanent impact in terms of area, of microalgae, coral reefs or of habitat of bland sea bed. So the
possible impacts for short-term habitat is for manat turtles, reef fish, sharks, corals and invertel
The possible impact for the hydrostatic test, we already saw. There is going to be water that is going to be
taken from the bay or the Mar Caribe. We've already done that. We’ve been consulting also for smaller
life. So there also could be some impacts in the colonics of corals within the footprint of the pipeline.
There'll be mitigation with Fish and \VlldlllL Service and the Department of Natural Resources of Puerto
Rico, ding to the i of incering Corps. The relocalization of these colonies is
recommended. So those colonies that were impacted will be removed from the impact area and will be
replanted in a nearby area. There may be indirect impact caused by the shadow caused by the offshore
terminal area, which may degrade the seaweed and microalgae area that feeds, or the species. There is also
the process of consulting with the related agencics to determine what would be the adequate mitigating
measures. But all these miligating measures will be ready and approved through all the agencies before
beginning the construction of the project.
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Continuing for the resources for wildlife, there’s a possible acoustic or sound impact which will be
determined -- a sound model will be determined before finishing the public comments period. It must
include a study of the possible impact on birds during their nesting, and also during the rest. The possible
areas of mitigation, because the column positioning is -- during the hours of day, there’s no impact
considered for these populations. It’s really for the wildlife, the impact that is being considered. There also
is a possible impact of wildlifc duc to lighting. During the construction this impact will be temporary, and
during the operation of the FSRU and the platform, the possible impact is permanent. Due to this, there is
going to be safety lights and navigation lights, warning lights for the FAA. And also a lighting plan will
be developed before the construction, minimizing the possible impact. For this technology there's types of
lighthouscs and different things that minimize the type of impact duc to lighting. Regarding the speci
that are threatened and in risk of being extinct, there’s 23 that are in the list. Ten of these species

cd to be included in the list. There is a possible impact, that depending on the type of species, lhcn
ry. There’s nine species on which there wouldn’t be any effect due to the distance between the
primary habitat and the area of the project. There's 14 species in which there’s a possible non-adverse
. which would depend on the characteristics of their behavior, the requirements of habitat,
construction op ion and miti being proposed. So there’s possible adverse impacts for
ten species.

Continuing with these specics that are threatened or in risk of being extinet, the impact during construction
-- the have already been identified, which would be Antilles manatee and there’s nine spe: of
coral reefs that are proposed to be included in the list of species that are being threatened or in danger of
being extinct. Regarding mitigation regarding these two types of organisms, then there’s going to be the
mammal “observators” trained and in place throughout all the ships that participate in the construction.
There is going to be an exclusion zone of 0.3 miles around the column arcas. And there will be barriers to
avoid that any mammals come in, in casc they come in to the exclusion area, then the construction operation
will stop to cause noise until the mammal comes out of the area. The species that are (hreatened and in
danger of being extinct -- to continue with the impact they may suffer. The impact of the operation, the
operation of the FSRU and the LNG require extracting water from the bay, therefore the coral larvae, there
could be situations that they could be dragged during those extractions and there could be loss of those
organisms. The impact is permanent but it’s going to be moderate. The mitigation for this, in the
consultation process with the regulating agencics, which is the step we are in right now, to develop the
adequalte mitigation measures. The miligation measures will be prepared before beginning construclion.
Regarding the use of the soils and 1‘ecﬁanm)a1 resources, construction -- during the period of construction,
the use of the soil will be altered, recreation and visual resources. There will be a temporary increase in the
traffic of construction ships, and the recreational navigation and fishing would be affected, although
temporarily. Mitigation [or this is that construction be done through stages to avoid absolule interruption
of activitics in the arca.

Regarding the impact of the operation, the existing visual resources will be permanently altered, and also
ation, fishing and other sea uses close to the sea installation. There’s a map here where you can identify
the different recreational and tous tivities within the area. And the different arcas where fishing is held
are also identified. Regarding the current uses and the recreational uses, a mitigation program will be
proposed that will study the mechanisms for mitigation for fishing. I'ERC required that no construction
begin until a determination for i v with the program for coastal zoncs and the
planning board is determined. Regarding socio economical impacts, we believe that there will be minor
impacts, localized and temporary. Through consultations with commercial fishing in Salinas and Guayama,
it was established that part of the arca of the project there is artisanal fishing occurring. So 140 jobs will
be created during construction, which will last about 12 months.

Regarding possible cultural resources, in the land portion there will be work within previously impacted
lots and under industrial operation, which is the part of PREPA for 40 years, which is Aguirre. The
Ilistorical Conservation Office has said that there is no clinical study that needs to be done because they've
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been previously impacted. In terms of the sea portion, the endorsement of the Puerto Rico Cultural Institute
was received, and also from the Office of Historical Preservation of Puerto Rico on the dated indicated.
Regarding the air quality, the impact during the construction, it’s believed (hat there will be emissions from
construction equipment with temporary impact. We don’t expect that they cause deviations from the normal
applicable air quality provisions during operations. They include the equipments of the FSRU, of the
terminal platform, besides what already the power plant emits. Considering both installations, we belicve
that there will be a reduction in atmospheric emissions. And the restrictions would be incorporated to the

P ions and the use of technology for the reduction of emissions in the F'SRU to limit the contaminating
emissions as established in the construction permit regarding the source of emission in the Aguirre complex.
In changing fuel in Aguirre and using preferably natural gas, some 800 tons annually will be reduced of
nitrous oxide and 5816 annual tons of sulfur dioxide. And also complying with the objective of the project,
which is in compliance with the MATS regulation, that would improve the local regional air quality, and
there will be a reduction of up to 30 percent of particulate malter.

Regarding the resource of air, there also could be an impact of the noise. In the construction, I believe there
will be an “exceedence™ of the limits of night noise from the Environmental Quality Board in two zones.
But a work plan will be established where the work period will be limited, so that we don’t see that impact.
There will also be a noise reduction plan for construction in which noise levels in land will be monitored
in the arcas of the pipe construction, and the measures will be adjusted in case we exceed those levels.
Also, environmental noise impacts and sub-marine noise impact has to be determined through those studies.
During the operation, the noise would be below the current levels from environmental noise in each one of
the sensitive arcas/zones. This is regarding the platformn. The studies will present, 60 days after the
operation begins, so that we can show what the noise levels will be in or within the criteria for noises in the
sensible areas that are closed. The mitigation for this section, then, will be from the point of view of the
land portion of the pipes and the power plant, and that has been dong already through the creation of some
specifications that allow for acquiring equipment for lower gencration noise.

From point of view of safety of the pro]ecl we determined the terminal was designed with sufficient

cction levels. Mitigation of 1 which could impact the safety of the public is carricd
uul Navigation routes, in terms of salety and security, the U.S. Coast Guard determined that the navigation
route is adequate for the type and frequency of traffic. The project would not a significant increase in risk
of public safety, based on the engincering design, the letter from the Coast Guard and regulation
requirements. In conclusion, after analyzing the information obtained, this concluded the construction
operation of the proposed project would generate limited adverse environmental impact, mainly during the
construction phase. The environmental impacts will be reduced to levels less than significant if the
mitigation measures that have been proposed are applied. In addition, we have to obtain all the permits and
authorizations, before beginning the construction, of all the agencies with jurisdiction. We have to
implement construction, restoration and mitigation plans to mitigate or to replace those resources that we
cannot avoid the impact. FERC will complete the compliance p of Section 7; that’s in
danger of being extinct, and Section 6 of the Historical Conservation Act. Also, there’s going to be an
environmental inspection program that will be i o ensure li with the mitigati
measures required by FERC as conditions of the permit. The project is an acceptable action from an
environmental point of view. That’s where we conclude our presentation.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you. Like I said, this is your chance (0 make your comments on the draft EIS.
The meeting is being transcribed by a court reporter to make sure that all the information is gathered here
tonight on the record. To make sure your comments are addressed in the final EIS, please come to the
podium. T have a spcaker’s list. We'll start with the speaker’s list first, for all who have signed up on the
sheel. There are about seven or eight. And then afler the speaker’s list, il anyone else wishes to speak,
then we can start with more speakers. Please, when you come to the podium, please say your name, spell
your name and any agency or group that you are representing.  Also, we'll have a time for questions for
PREPA. So the first speaker that we have on the list is Captain Jimmy Vazquez.
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MR. RIVERA: For purposes of the proceedings, as the federal agency said, we are going to begin with the

list of the people who signed up. Once we finish with the list we’ll open the floor for anybody present who

would like 10 express themselves regarding the proposal, okay? And for OGPe there is no time limitation,
IMOL-01|CAPTAIN VAZQUEZ: Good aftemoon. members of the committee and people who are here present. T
gave Ms. Fernandoz from FERC a packet of information -- factual information -- of my prescntation. [
point out 1o you Jobos Bay history and profile of June 2008. T wanl to point out, in years, biodiversity and
productivity, and I quote. “Inthe 19707s and early 80’s, studies were conducted in Jobos Bay, in connection
with a proposcd construction of a nuclcar power generating plant. Because of the proposcd construction of
the nuclear plant -- excuse me -- Because of the existence of a full line under (he site, the project was
swilched to tossil fuel and evolved into what is now Aguimre Power Plant Complex. Enclosure 3 shows a
U.S. geological survey. a diagram that shows the fault line through Jobos Bay. That should bring a little
red flag, as anybody that is aware of the LNG industry. the potential disaster of one of those ships equals
one of the bombs that was thrown into Hiroshima. And vou are going to have two of them. onc of them
24/7. seven days a week. and it's actually three miles off shore. Thaven’t looked into FERC. [ haven’t scen
asingle LNG terminal that is that close to shore. Usually we are looking 10-12 miles off shore. Enclosure
4 is a Puerto Rico Senate lution that was d by then ident of the Senate Rivera Schatz. and
it was a joint resolution of both parties which addresses the scismic activity in the area. I was able to find
the study -- and | gave it to Ms. Fernandez, and you also have the Scnate resolution there -- which shows
that the area in question, which is this area here (indicating). is actively - at present it’s active, but there’s
not enough monitoring sensors or the technology available to make a site specific study of this area.

What we have is a preliminary report that was conducted. They brought equipment, the measure of the
seismic activity. and it's right there in black and white. It says that vou cannot have a site-specific study of
this arca. So the LNG terminal which is being proposcd will be lacking the sitc-specific study of the geology
of the arca. When we talk about climate and weather, on page 20 of that study that [ gave vou. it has sitc-
specific information of the winds in Jobos Bay. The spill cone and this disaster area -- This infonmation
should be included in the spill zonc and the disaster arca. becausc the actual diagram that you have. it shows
winds, mostly from the cast, and that’s not -- [ guess in a diffcrent information from the actual site specific
studies of the bay. And we created a cone -- a danger cone of a different area more towards shore. So the
potential for human loss in casc of a major disaster would be greater. The currents in Jobos Bay is on page
PM01-02[ 24, This diagram shows that an LNG ship, with a daily water discharge of 46 million gallons laden with
copper. with a minimum sea current and just over a foot of tidal change, will kill the ecosvstem. The
cumulative copper contamination will affect the sca grass and the food chain in the marine rescrve. Even
though, even though the last report that was provided Lo the Commission, the amount of copper is within
the guidelines -- because this is an estuary and the amount of current is very minimal -- the accumulative
coppcr into the water in a period of 5-10 years will have what we have between the Mississippi River and
Sabine Pass, Texas, known as “The Dead Zone™. Talking about sediments and quality of Jobos Bay. There
is, in that same study, “Toxic comy Js may be Tating in the bay in the bay’s sediment. Re-
suspension of the sediment from barge traffic. oil spill. thermal and chemical discharges may be resulting
in community impacts on the ccology of the bay bottom.” A complete assessment of the different biotic
and abiotic components of the bay is necessary in order to properly address the impacts on land use changes.
A svstem of metals such as lead. cadmium. copper. mercury, selenium, arsenic, chromium. silver and iron.
This is the same requirement as to the consent order from the EPA.

1 don’t know if the members arc aware of that order. There is an EPA consent order of June 26, 97, page
67 to 69. And I quotc. “Identify thesc stressors. including salinity, freshwater input. hurricanc.
thermoelectric  combustion fumes, mechanical disturbance of submerged substrate, coral reefs,
sedimentation, toxic compound on the mangrove productivity.” As vou know. the reserve starts with the
mangroves. They are the filters. They re where cverything starts, all the difforent types of life forms. And
the loss of those mangrove arcas arc critical to the cndangered specics that lic within the bay. Lhave included
appendix A to D. which is 25 pages. It’s a list of the bulk of the marine life within Jobos Bay Reserve. A
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Section 4.1.3.1 has been updated to require a revised Seismic Hazard Analysis
Report that includes both the Great Southern Puerto Rico Fault Zone and Salinas
Faults, which would be consistent with the location and seismic characterization of
these faults provided in the May 2014 Bureau of Reclamation reports, which were
prepared to evaluate the seismic hazards on dams in southern Puerto Rico. If the
Project is approved by the Commission, it is expected that the Commission will
adopt the recommendation as a required action.

Also see the response to CO01-19.

Sections 4.5 and 4.6 have been updated to discuss sedimentation impacts from
construction on seagrass and coral habitats. In addition, we are recommending that
Aguirre LLC finalize its Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan in consultation with
the FWS, NMFS, DNER, and other appropriate agencies. Aguirre LLC has also
committed to having MMOs on all construction vessels during construction to
minimize impacts on marine mammals and sea turtles. Finally, we are
recommending in section 4.5.3.3 that Aguirre LLC coordinate with the NMFS,
FWS, and DNER to develop an MMO training and response protocol plan for the
construction and operation phases of the Project. We believe that Aguirre LLC’s
commitment and our recommendations would minimize impacts on marine
species.
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PMOL-02] 11 impact study has not been conducted. and the consequences of the loss of marine life in relationship

with the threatened and endangered specics in the reserve. There are five critical habitats as per the EIS
4,6.3, in page 493 The one thing that hasn’t been spoken about here - and this is not an environmental
issue --1s the LNG tanker liability and the U.S. Taw. The first you consider as part of the miligalion process
for the applicants: To have a suitable scourity bond to cover for any damages during the construction or
while operating this facility that are brought upon Jobos Bay Marine Reserve. [ want to expand a little bit
on this, If there was going (o be a disaster, the owner of the LNG, of the tankers. would only be liable for
the ship and the cargo. So you have two -- basically two Hiroshima bombs over there, three miles offshore
They go off. From Patillas to Ponce there is nothing left. Liability of the owners of those ships, you can
only charge them -- it’s whatever cargo is left, that went up in smoke and whatever the value of the ship is.
So the last incident that FERC was involved on was in Africa. That was -- what? Over 600 people killed.
tolls of billions of dollars in loss, and the owners were not responsible for anything. So there is something
here that you guys should think about. The proximity of those two ships, if something happens, then we
'won’t have have an Aguirre. Because if they go off, one of them, “la TermoEléctrica se va.” Because they
are so closc to cach other that we would actually lose half of the gencrating powcr of the island on onc
incident. So think about that. Safety.

The escort tugs that are required to bring those ships in. is a FIFA Class I. It’s the lowest category. and the
minimum requirements include two monitors, onc or two pumps and water pumping capacity of 10,569
gallons per minute. The information that was provided by the U.S. Coast Guard to the Commission -- and
it’s FERC .pdf page 20 -- The available tugboat in the area, not a single one of them, meet the requirement
for an LNG cscort scrvice tug under FIFA . And that includes the tugboats that arc presently operating in
EcoFEléctrica. “No estan en” compliance, whatsoever. Industry standards. As to the horsepower ratio versus
dcad weight tons of the FRU and the LNG ships. the industry standard is five pereent of the tanker dead
weight tonnage. The proposed FRU has an 82.500 dead weight tonnage. The minimum horsepower needed
for a tugboat to be a qualified escort tug is 41235 horsepower or you could have a two tug combination. Two
out of the three tugs mentioned on the roport. onc only has 3800 hundred and can only be uscd as an assist
tug. The other two: 4500 and 4300 horscpower. in a casc of an cmergency or in inclement weather, would
be operaling al the lop end of their naval design. As a caplain, as a 16-y - 16 years as a caplam and 10
vears in the Coast Guard mysclf -- and I consider mysclf a good captain -- I would have a hell of a time
trying to get one of those ships away from the other one that is buming, with one of these tugboats, If one
of the engines fails T won't be able to get it done. In the case of a ropical storm, if the wind increases (o
knots or 30 miles an hour. steady wind against the ship. pinching them against the pier, I won't be able to
get that boat out of there. There is not a captain that will be able to get that boat out of there. I recommend
that the Commission really thinks about the following: having a standby tugboat. Especially when the LNG
tanker comes in, and you got vour FRU, vour transferring product. that’s the time where you are going to
have an aceident. [ would recommend -- and | humbly request that you guys think about this -- having the
pilot and a standby tugboat until the transferring is donc and the LNG is gone. The LNG ship comes in,
tugboat takes off to Ponce, the pilot gets in the car, something happens. It would be at least a minimum of
two hours. of two hours. belore you could get a tugboat to try to help onc of those two ships. So the only
thing that will be there, firefighting capabilities or the ability of them to Iift -- you know, one of them leave
the dock because the other one is on fire, it would be completely compromised. So please think about that
one.

‘When it comes to training, I spoke to Angel. which is the vice-president of PAL Association on the south
side of Puerto Rico, about tivo months ago. He was not aware that they were going to be required to take
a simulator training and a whole bunch of different things that FERC and the captain of the port has
recommended for them to go to training. You may want to think about letting them know, because they
don’t have no idea. Who is going to pay for that training? The last time I went into Toxas A & M training
it cost me 15,000 dollars, and the type of training that is recommended, that is specific to the LNG ships.
So they are going to have to make a simulator on the training. And | would say, right now that would be

in the ncighborhood of 30-35.000 dollars. So when it comes to fircfighting, cven the union of the local
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Section 4.11.8 of the final EIS contains a recommendation for Aguirre LLC to
develop an Emergency Response Plan in coordination with the USCG and local
responders. The Emergency Response Plan would include a Cost-Sharing Plan to
address the cost of ensuring the security and emergency management of the LNG
facility and the LNG vessels while in transit and unloading at the berth. The
FSRU firefighting capability is described in section 4.11.5.1, and regulatory
requirements for LNG carriers are described in section 4.11.7.1.

The USCG, in developing its Water Suitability Assessment, noted that additional
tugs would be required. Aguirre LLC would be responsible for obtaining the
required equipment as well as staff trained to use the equipment.
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power company has been screaming for training for their people. [ really hope that you guys really stress
the personal training at the offshore plant, on the terminal. and in the actual Aguirre Power Plant becanse
now she’s going to be running gas. [s the equipment in Aguirre explosion-proof? Or the light tixtures,
have the people been given proper training with the conversion? Do they have proper equipment (o address
asitnation? They just lost three employees in San Juan, basic cntry procedures that were not followed. So
that’s... Another thing is the union, in this last weather storm that we had, because they were on strike they
didn’t respond lo emergencies. Are they going to do the same with the LNG terminal? Those are questions
that you need to ask somebody. On the last part -- so I won’t take too much time

C ications. C ications here are going (o be kind of difficult. You got a foreign ship, What
kind of'a crew” Is it going 1o be a Korean crew and then we have a “supervisor en espaiiol™ Are we going
to have English as a commeon language? That should be addressed. And the last onc is a bascline study. A
baseline study is -- myself, as a captain. have done all this project from A to Z, from doing the trench, laying
the pipe. ROVs. the whole thing I've done it; I've been there many times. I suggest two things: Number
1, get an ROV: survey with video; GPS position the entire length of the pipeline so you know what your
cndangered specics are, which ones need to move. When you are laying the pipe, ROV right behind the
pipe taking video, recording the positions every hundred feet. Make sure that if you are going to use -- the
idea of using concrete, that presents a lot of problems. Because how -- are vou going to use any anodes for
the corrosion? In this type of cnvironment. a pipeline that has a 40-year scrvice lifc will probably last .
And if vou encase the pipe on cement and the saltwater gets into through the cement into the pipeline,
corrosion is going to go rampant. Anybody that owns a boat here knows that these things. here you have
to replace them cvery six months: because they are gone, and your propellers are gone. So the environment
here versus the Gulf of Mexico or the Gulf of Alaska is completely different when it comes to electrolysis.
So bear in mind. 1 know thata U.S. transportation -- the U.S. Department of Transportation, in Highway
101 from Orcgon to San Dicgo, cvery single bridge. the rebars arc rotten and they are trying to fix that
massive problem they have over there. So those are a few things | want you to take a look at. As to the
financial situation of the applicants. my recommendation is that FERC withhold this permit for six months
toallow Ms. Lisa Donahuc to do her magic and 1 hope -- personally hope that she saves our power company.
But I can’t see thal or I can’t fathom FERC Lo issue a permit 1o an applicanl which is in a financial limbo.
This is a very slippery slope and will sct a new agency precedent. And thank you for your time. And from
the stuff | read on the -- we read every single page, a little bit at a time. Thank you for the excellent job
vou guys have done. Also, remember there is no infi here for any emergency. So, basically, here
we will just have to shut down the pipeline and wait six months for a jack to come up and pull the pipeline.
In the entirc island 1 don’t think there’s more than five marine certificd welders. because there’s no -- any
dry docks here anymore. So the ability of having commergial divers and certified welders to do a patch
repair is none. You would have to bring them from the States. Thank yvou very much.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you, Captain Vazquez, for your comments. The next speaker is Wilma Deliz
Velez, You don’ have (o speak in English 1o make your comments. Of course, if you wanl to speak in
Spanish to make yvour comments that is just fine. Thank you.

MS. DELIZ: For the record, I will be speaking in Spanish. From now on I will be completely in Spanish,
For the record, my name is Wilma Deliz. I am the coordinator of the Encrgy Dialogue Table of Pucrto
Rico. I am going to read. “Dear Architect Lastra Power, Good afternoon. The Encrgy Dialogue Table of
Puerto Rico, the “table” is a non-profit organization, non-govermment organization, [t was founded in July
2008. Among its members we have Association of Bavamonensces Pro-Recycling and Healthy Environment
[ABRASO]. the community group I ropresent at the table: Association of Consultants and Contractors of
Renewable Energy of Puerto Rico |ACOLE]; Industrials Association of Puerto Rico |AIPR]: the Electric
Power Authority [PREPA]: the Architects and Landscapers Association of Puerto Rico: Chemists
Association of Pucrto Rico: Church Counscls of Pucrto Rico |[CEPR[; Consorcio Alianza Encrgética de
Pucrto Rico |[KAPR]; Tropical Institutc of Encrgy Environmental Socictics from the Mayagucz campus of
the University of Puerto Rico; Coop League of Puerto Rico, Mision Industrial: the Energy Public Office of
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Pll»ll() Rico; The Puerlo Rico Energy Center [PREC]; the Puerto Rico Society for Planning; Interamerican
ity of Puerto Rico, Bayamon Campus; U.S. Green Building Council [USGBS| Caribbean Chapter.
Now my colleague.

MR. \ : Good afternoon, my name is John Miller. Within the dialogue table I represent the Energy
Consortium of Puerto Rico [CALPR].I am addressing now the permit’s office that the next hearing they
have a table so that people can sit and do their exposition. Because there could be people with some
limitations, and the handicaps, that they can’t be standing up.

(Mr. Rivera speaks without using the microphone and cannot be heard by the interpreter.)

MR. MILTER: We're going lo remain here. We are lalking about in order that this situation is corrected
in the next public hearing.

MR. RIVERA: And we want to thank you for the reccommendation. I’m sorry that T was talking outside
the microphone. There is a microphone. We thank you for the recommendation. We'll take it into
consideration. Tt’s a detail that skipped our mind. Tt's admitted. There’s people that really do need the
table to put the equipment on or to be able to talk. So we accept your recommendation. Any persons present
that cannot be standing out to do their location, they can certainly take the microphone and sit at these
(indicating) chairs to be able to talk. So thank you very much and we really accept your recommendation.

PM01-04 [MR. MILLER: Our constitution is the memorandum for understanding. I'rom here on, we are goi Io H H H P
Pr—— e i e “%mas e o PMO01-04 Comment noted. The energy pgllcy in Puerto Rl(_:o and practices by PREPA are
principles that we support, that we sustain, to frame the lmnslonnnlmn -- the energy transformation which outside of the scope of this environmental analySIS. However, our EIS reiterates
c\ur;hu 'lemml\g s and is nqun:d for the sustainability (:;'Puurln Rico. First wh»rw(; The l‘l\blu ;ms as the comment that one Of the PI‘OjCCt’S Ob_] ectives iS to contribute to energy price
an objective to reach 1 etween rep ves and users the electric I .
S stelgn of Puerto Rico. Second whereas. The table has identified the common objective that our electric stabilization in the region. Also see the responses to comments COQ07-02 through
system becomes a vital instrument for a vision of Puerto Rico that is proper, fair, democratic, sustainable CO007-10

and happy, as it was defined in our vision -- our broadened vision. And that is why it’s imperative to reach
a transformation of said system with a strategic plan that will make reference to the strategic plan to promote
the sustainability of the electrical system of Puerto Rico of the table dated November 2009, and which we
quote on the page which you can get that plan, which allows to overcome the exclusive visions for short-
term and scctor interest. Next whereas. The goal is for our electric system to become one that is robust,
cfficicnt, sustainable and innovative, financially stable and which contributes significantly to the
sustainability of Puerto Rico long term. As you can see, the word “sustainable™ repeats itself constantly.
Next whereas. Itis imperative to discontinue the current pattern of energy consumption on which the sales
projections are based for PREPA, and which can be reduced 25 percent, mainly avoiding the inadequate
luse of energy per capita for 2030. Serious strategies of conservation and energy efficiency at all levels of
the clectric system, which consist of generation, transmission, distribution and us consumers. Next whereas.
The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority must make up a new business model, which should include the
development of new sources of income, such as generation of energy through cleaner and renewable
sources, and the expansion of its fiber optic network. We refer there the document of Dr. Lfrain Muriel
Carrillo from December 2012, titled “New PREPA Energy for the Puerto Rico Society of the st Century,”
and we quote the pages where you can get that document. And alternatives for a new financial structure
for PREPA, the table, part 1 of October 2012, and part 2 of April 13. We didn’t have to wait for Ms. Lisa
to arrive o do this. We already had it done.

The next whereas. Itis our goal that Puerto Rico is able to produce 30 percent of our clectrical power using
its renewable resources, by the year 2030. We make reference to the study carried out by Drs. Colucci,
O’'Neill and Dr. Irizarry. That study was done with federal funds and was published in November 2008.
1t’s titled “Achievable Renewable Lnergy Targets | ARLT] for Puerto Rico’s Renewable Energy Portfolio,
Final Report™. These three people that conducted this study were signatories of the ME, the memorandum
of understandi tially. We arc going to quotc a scgment of its report which is of utmost importance.
And we are going to quole it in English because the study was written in English. “Approximaltely 65
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percent of residential roofs can provide the total ¢lectric energy [not power], that is generated in Puerto
Rico, as shown in Iigure 1.1: Residential applications.” The next whereas. It is necessary to review the
public policy of energy subsidies in Puerto Rico so the corrections of PREPA are effective, such as it is
being done now. We were here talking about it here last week. The senate furnished its public hearings on
the subject. We have to recognize that all those subsidies, all of them without exception, is an
overwhelming way of imposing hidden taxcs for the people of Puerto Rico. And the people of Pucrto Rico
can’t find out that laxes are being imposed on them and the cost of those subsidies is approximately 1.5
cents per kilowatt hour, the effect. \le\t whereas. We need to create, develop and establish decisional
procedures that are efficient, P lusive and participative in PREPA, so that the consumers have
ai to all information and relevant details that will allow them to reach thes goals. And the last whereas.
The table has identified that the use of natural gas maybe can help reduce energy costs for the inhabitants
of Puerto Rico in a short term. Our ME, with its principles and fundamental criteria, allows the members
of the table to act in such a way that this is our common north .In the meeting held on August 29, 2014,
every member present at the table decided unanimously to use the principles and criteria that are
fundamental of the ME, and this is strategic plan, part 1 and part 2 in the aforementioned report, and a new
AF. and ELARET to cvaluate and react for all proposals for projects on energy. And this is
project, so, therefore, all those parameters are applied in order to evaluate it. The table understands that that
says that the LNG Aguirre offshore terminal project could -- and I stress the word “could” -- align itself
with the principles and fundamental criteria ofits ME strategic plan, part 1 and part 2 of the aforementioned
report, and a new AL and LLARET that we have adopted. Ilowever, in order for this project to really help
energy sustainability in Puerto Rico, and to avoid this project from having the problems that past efforts
have had of PREPA to transport natural gas, the table presents the following recommendation:
from May 2007, orders the -\ulll(mn to pm\ ide mechamsms for citizen participation in each one of its
regions. And establish a for ion for its employees and all its clients, that
encourages conservation and energy efficiency.

In order to ensure this project to tend to the claims of social and environmental justice in Salinas and the
region, the table suggests that PREPA use the project to blish a pilot for participation and
citizen education in the region of Ponce, one of the seven regions of PREPA. This using as a b nd
beginning with the community concerns of this project of the offshore terminal, PREPA can start giving
space and tending to the concerns related to the project and to the power plant of Aguirre. Regarding the
cost of this, Act 57 establishes that the Authority can establish collaboration agreements with other public
entities, civic entities, /ernmental ies and other institutions that are i d in facilitating
the coordination that will reduce the cost of education programs and the mechanisms to allow and encourage
the citizen pdrlmpauun We shouldn’t be afraid of being open and transparent, specifically PREPA, which

the elec of all of us in Puerto Rico, becau: a public agency. Act 57 of May
27, 2014, says that the Authority has the duty to provide clectric energy in a reliable manner and
contributing to the sustainable future of the Puerto Rico, maximizing the benefits and mini g the social
impact, environmental impacts and financial impacts it could have. We talk about minimizing social and
environmental impacts; therefore, the mitigation that is established in this project should not necessarily be
what is required by law, rather the best mitigation possible, which really minimizes social, financial and
environmental impacls al reasonable costs. What is “reasonable in cost” is debatable. Therefore, the
importance that the Authority be transparent and shares with people affected the alternatives -- and I stress
the word “alternatives” -- and reach agreements -- and I stress the word “agreements.” Which, even if they
are not ideal for one party, are acceptable to the parties, specifically for those that are potentially effective.
In turn, the savings that come from natural gas should be used not only to reduce the cost of electric service
Lo clients, it’s fundamental to usc part of thosc savings to update the infrastructure of PREPA so that it can
more renewable energy could be integrated. That is a way in which the use of natural gas can be a tool in
a transition for a better use of renewable energy. Part of the savings should be used to alleviate the financial
pressures that PREPA faces. This process of this offshore terminal and the use of natural gas in Aguirre
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presents itsell as an important opportunity for finances that are related to the management of our ¢lectric
infrastructure can be straightened.

T.astly, it’s important to point out that the documentation regarding the project is complex and voluminous.
The 600 pages were made available in the beginning of August 2014. The table does not have the time or
the resources in order to make a detailed evaluation of the technical information contained in the LIS. That
is why it is more important that the project is presented to the citizens in an understandable fashion and that
the spaces for citizen participation isn’t the minimum required by law, such as public hearings. PREPA
should not waste an opportunity to open itself to the citizens and build together a better energy future for
Puerto Rico. Now, we are going to tell you in “rice and beans™ what is our conclusion which could make
this work. The table evaluated the EIS, the caption, in light of its vision, mission, objectives, principles and
values, strategic plan in order to promote sustainability of the electrical system in Puerto Rico, part 1 and
part 2 of the aforementioned report, a new AE and ELARET and ME.

The table concludes that the project would produce less emissions and envir 1 and

it will reduce the negative impact to the health of our people, and it will allow compliance with the mercury
toxic max standards of the EPA, and, thus, million dollar fincs would be avoided. They would support the
project conditioned on achieving and signing an between PREPA, Accelerate Energy, and citizen
organizations of the region which include the following clements: To present an acceptable plan which
will minimize environmental impact and the surrounding sea environment. Number 2, to present a plan to
preserve the natural preserve of the Jobos Bay and the ecosystem of its inter-sea and tropical environment,
and to ensure minimum intervention in the activities of the bay. Next, to conduct environmental studies
with the National Institutc of Encrgy and Island Sustainability [INESI], of the University of Pucrto Rico,
and local environmental groups, in order to assure the project will have minimum impact on the bay. I want
to really go into this, what INLES] is. INLSI is the recent creation of the University of Puerto Rico with its
11 campuses. And there, we have available all the resources that Puerto Rico could have in order to create
a sustainable Puerto Rico in the energy ficld and those resources, which will be available through the
campuses. The dialogue table will be the central entity coordinating those resources. And last, stipulate
fines for incompliance of the agreement. We respectfully submit our comments today. Thank you and
good afternoon.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you very much, Ms. Deliz and Mr. Miller. The next speaker is Humberto Martin,

MR. RIVERA: When we make comments -- we want to clarify for everybody present, that if you have any
written comments you can send them to us at the permit office so that they are filed in the records of the
office. T'm sorry T didn’t announce this before. But, please, any written comment you can send to us at the
permit office.

MR. MARTIN: Yes, good afternoon to the panel and everybody present. My name is Humberto Martin
Martinez. We are going to be presenting in Spanish, but before we begin with our presentation, T would
like to present our FASE coordinator. I represent FASE on this occasion. Attorney Diego Ledee Bazan,
so that he can talk to you a bit about our history.

MR. LEDEE: Good afternoon. Very briefly, as my [riend said, my name is Diego Ledee Bazan. T have
been an attorney for some years now in the Guayama region, with offices on 26 Calimano Street South. At
present I coordinate FASE. This organization was constituted back in April 2009, and its postulated are to
defend the rights of workers, the defense of our culture, the defense of the environment and public
education, among other postulates. We have been observing very ¢ ly, and we continue to do so in our
continuous scssions as well as our radio program, this project that is intended for this region. In the past
we have been firm “opposers” of this public nuisance of the AES coal plant, and now in recent years
criminal deposit of this coal plant. And we give this introduction because, as we said, we are going to be in
constant sessions, paying close attention to what happens with this project. FASE is not a political partisan
organization. Tt groups together various scetors: uncmployed individuals, fellow teachers, fellow members
of different political parties, so that with one simple document we have been carrying out work, and we
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The generation and consumption of the electricity supplied by PREPA to
Puerto Rico is outside of the scope of this EIS. Further, as described in
section 1.1 of the EIS, Aguirre LLC developed the Project in response to
customers’ demands and then filed an application with the FERC for
authorization to construct and operate the proposed facilities. The EIS is
limited to assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
Project. Although the EIS does consider whether alternative actions might
meet the Project’s stated purpose (including meeting customers’ demands),
the EIS does not consider or reach a conclusion on whether there is a need for
the proposed Project. Section 1502.13 of CEQ regulations implementing
NEPA requires that an EIS “briefly specify the underlying purpose and need
to which the agency is responding in proposing the alternatives including the
proposed action.” In other words, the EIS states the purpose of and need for a
proposed project in order to define the range of alternative actions that the
agency can legitimately consider. The determination of whether there is a
“need” for the proposed facilities for the purpose of issuing an authorization
under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act will be made in the subsequent
Commission Order granting or denying Aguirre LLC’s request for
authorization and is based on a determination of whether the Project is in the
public interest, and includes balancing the benefits of the Project against any
adverse impacts.
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intend Lo conlinue to do so in upcoming years. Thank you very much. T'll Teave you with fellow member
Humberto Martinez.

MR. MARTINEZ: Again, good aficrnoon. The obvious question here is very ‘-Imp'v Tt’s a matter of trust.
It’s a matter of knowing how, if you exclude the community where this project is going to be carried out -
- a community that can’t stand any more ination -- in the decision- S8 -- YOU NOW come up with
this idea of a project that you've already decided to build. And the community never participated in the
decision. And that's what we are going to see in this document. I'll tell you right now. We oppose this;
we don’t think it’s necessary, and we think it’s going to cause us more problems than what it intends to
resolve. I'm going to read to you what FASE determined regarding this project. Tt was written on September
7,2014. “S Draft of the Envir 1 Impact S for the LGN gasport in Aguirre”. FASE
and we proceed to discuss the justification of the project. And it says, “T'o combat the lack of understanding
blamed on us, the members of the communitics, we should start by explaining, based on our understanding,
the real reasons behind this project and the reasons claimed by the proponents to carry out the gasification
project of PREPA’s Aguirre plant.

We advise whocever wants to be advised that this represents another step, in our interpretation, toward the
complele privatization ol PREPA. And whoever supports such privatization -- I've heard many people say
that -- you should think of how much onc of thosc little poles close to your housc, or primary linc or
[secondary line is going to cost you. Or a transformer. Especially you people who live in remole places
that are now served behind the electrical energy of our system. Ina corporation that does not generate any
profits and therefore it’s supposed to be cheaper. So let’s just suppose a scenario where you privatize at
the cost that you now pay, which is quite high alrcady, vou have to add the profit of the private owner.
the main problem, I continue, and from our standpoin, is the great lack of trust of the people in their poli
representatives and public officials, together with the acts of corruption, we deem are the main reasons for
the situation that our country is in right now. So how can we trust that this project is going to be an
exception? Let us take as an example some of the most important projects that have been carried out
recently in Puerto Rico. The Urban Train, the cost of which was estimated at several hundreds of millions
of dollars, and ended up costing more than two thousand million dollars. As far as its operating losscs, they
are estimated in several dozen millions of dollars. There are some who allege, or [ read in the newspapers
recently, that it was 84 million per year. The Coliseum, its cost was estimated at around 60 million dollar
however, its final cost was 300 million dollars. Its rental fees and continuous maintenance is much Iughur
than expected. We can add to that this failed project of Tuis Fortufio, to expect on an island that is
surrounded by water on all sides. 1 think it’s a fixation for us from the south to have the tank in Pefiuelas
and bring it throughout the whole central mountains to the Catafio plant, which appears to be inoperable.
We see that this project, it’s nothing new.

In past projects, such as the coal plant, the terrible AES plant in Guayama, the thermo-clectrical gas terminal
of PREPA in Gr nilla, added (o other less important projects, such as the solar plate yard; the windmills
in Santa Isabel used on farming lands considered to be some of the best in the world, to generate energy
with wind, have had exactly the same purpose as this project that you are all proposing here: To reduce
contamination, diversify cnergy sources and save us consumers moncy. However, although some of the
pl()jL\,l‘{ have been established for more than 12 years now, none have been able o prevent the disastrous
ion that PREPA is in now, as well as the government of Pucrto Rico. And under thosc circumstances,
we wonder what would be the actual result of this new Ihrwl in a community that cannot \\tlhsland aj
more. Corruption, corruption, corruption, impunity, imp impunity, incomp

incompetence, incompetence. Those are the real reasons for our delicate situation, yet no action has been
taken in that dircction. How can we trust a project that docs not have in any of its stations a community
supervisor, overseer? A project that has not deserved any concern or curiosity on the part of officials,
starting with the mayor of Guayama who has said nothing about this project. And the legislators even less,
and they are the ones who supposedly represent us. We will not limit our discussion of this matter to the
mere construction of the project and the Jobos Bay. As taxpayers, members of the community where the
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construction is intended to be carried out, we will express our doubls and rejection of this project, covering
much more than the draft statement that we have before us. We will start with the reasons for performing
the project. We will quote the document. Those are the reasons atiributed to the construction of this project.

Number 1: To contribute to the diversification of energy sources, thus reducing the use of fugls, such as is
set forth in the corporate plan of PREPA of 2014-2015: to allow the Aguirre plant to make mercury and air
toxins requirements of EPA met: to reduue the traffic of fuel barges i m the Jobos Bay, thus reducing the
possibility of any fuel spills and p 1 with end. d species and reducing the traffic of
recreational craft; contribute to Ihu smblhmhnn of prices, which is not currently the situation. And we'll
discuss the first one quickly: To dive resources of energy. In lhl§ regard alleged by the government,

we have the following Once the ic and ions have been o

we don’t see how the amount that is burnt represents diversification. 1t’s as if a furniture factory alleged
that if they diversified its business by changing the wooded use to make its furniture, and use compressed
cardboard instead or some synthetic fabric, this, understanding that we should not place all our eggs in our
basket and stabilize pri That’s not just diversification. As we said, what we will sce is diversification
of the busir of the people who live off a corporation that does not generate profits for itself and has to
generate it for others. And the diversification of sources of collections for politicians for their campaigns,
and also of the officials that are supposed to be guaranteeing our wellbeing, to help themselves to public
funds. One of the most recent events, the so-called scandal of the petroleum or oil cartel, where in exchange
for a juicy amount of money, an employee chose who Lo give the contract for sale of bunker fuel to PREPA.

Two. The former president of the government’s agency was plundering the agency’s money in expensive
stays in New York hotels, granting significant bonuscs to the former dircctor of the agency, Migucl Cordero,
for having directed or led the entity to an overwhelming bankruptey. Which makes us wonder il the process
carried out to choose Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC or Aguirre, LLC was correct, just and transparent.
Because we did not participate in that decision. The allegation of the method to generate energy as reliable.
L'he allegation is that the method -- I'm sorry. I got alittle lost there. Yes. Llowever, the recommendations
made, including those by the United States president Bill Clinton regarding the use of solar plates on roofs
of houscs, the usc of fiber optics in PREPA has been recommended broadly by many people.  And the
construction of a hydroelectric plant offshore, using strong undercurrents to produce energy, have not been
taken into consideration. The allegation is that the method to generate solar energy is not reliable.
Contradictorily, it has been established -- we have established two solar plate vards in Salinas and Guayama,
which arc subject to the loss of 15 pereent of transmission through the network, according to PREPA itsclf,
which is what is lost in transmission. How can we talk about efficiency of a system that does not -- without
even having established a pilot plan. In relation to that diversification of fiber optics, as far as we know the
agency has said nothing. We know of many countries that have decided to use these renewable energy
resources with good results. We believe that in the near future this alternative will represent the primary
source of energy for the important sector in Puerto Rico, whether it’d be through the installation of solar
es or the purchase of items provided, that the: tems use for their operation, many of which
on the market. We also expect that if PREPA does not take a step forward in this initiative, it w
lose a great opportunity to be the first on an emergent market and will lose a great deal of its business.
Given the agency’s incapacity with the knowledge and expertise in this matter to find logical and more
friendly alternatives, the people will find their own opportunities.

We will make rel ce Lo the old saying that necessity is the mother of invention. To comply with the
clean air regulations, this second reason, for now, will take us through what the agency claims, and other
entitics, that the burning of natural gas produces less contamination than the burning of bunkers. This,
without considering that the complete cycle begins with the extraction and/or production of this raw
material, and how the contamination generated in the extraction of this natural gas, called “fracking”, effects
various communities in the United States. We urge you to watch Gasland and Gasland 2, the documentaries,
and the movie entitled Promise Land, in which Matt Damon stars, so that we can understand the effects of
fracking on the land, animals and people, and the struggles of the people in the States against this method.
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One final commentin this regard s that we certainly do not understand how the EPA intends Lo fine PREPA
for its emission when it’s allowed the establishment of A And the obvious question here is whether
EPA did any study or analysis of the 1 ¢ of all the emissions produced in the area to corroborate
whether they exceed the allowed exposure limits, if in the end it’s not the purpose of the agency to protect
the environment and people from excessive contamination. So what is to say that if the conglomerate of the
agencices that we have here -- We live in an arca that is very contaminated. T think it’s the first or sccond
most contaminated area in all of Puerto Rico, with the highest rate of cancer in Puerto Rico. Just so that’s
clear for everybody. If the LPA has done a study to see how this added effect to existing contamination by
land or air, the one already generated by AES, or if it just submitted themselves to issuing the permits. The
rcason that T can think of is that AES -- it’s not AES’s fault for the cmissions that alrcady cxist. T'm surc,
il they don’t have to pay for that error, then let the taxpayers pay for il, the ones who have o breathe all
these contaminants and the ones who have the least money to pay for all this.

Wi 1th regard to reducing the cost of producing energy, in this regard there is no doubt that the cost of natural
heaper than bunker fuel. It does entail a reduction in the general cost of energy. But nobody can
¢ 10 us that this will represent a reduction on our power bills. T ake a certain. That in Puerto
1y, the demand for electrical energy is only 2900 kilowatt hours. These is a constant reduction in
all the private sectors, residential commercial and industrial. On the other hand, as PREPA itself has said,
as little as 1900 kilowatt hours are produced by alternative sources. AES produces 454 at its plant by
buming coal, and the 14 that it produces at the solar plate yard, that it has the farm, it has right by its plﬂnl.
The eco-electric plant is designed to produce 407 megawatts. The hern plant produced 960 meg:
which represents close to 67 percent of the total demand for energy, two thirds. Periodically two thirds are
generated by alternative sources that are not oil burning. So we don’t see what the problem is or why our
power costs have not been reduced already. That’s in theory, but a lot has been “controverted” regarding
this matter. Let’s give it the benefit of the doubt, and let’s say that aficr deducting about 15 pereent that is
lost in trans n, cco-generaling plants, AES, EcoElectric produce 65 percent of efficiency for which
they were designed, and that the Costa Azul plant of PREPA produces a bit less than 50 percent of the
energy after its conversion to natural gas, still, at least one third of the energy produced in the country -- at
Icast one third of the energy produced in the country must be around 30 pe it of the demand. Yet on our
bills we have three different line items instead of the traditional two item lines. So for the charges for
consumption of cnergy and the uncxplainable item of fucl adjustment, they added this other item for
purchase of [ugl. And instead, our bills have not gone down. On the contrary, it’s gone up. And il’s

d
XP to

Tastly, we've left outside of this cquation the increase in the price of natural gas that depends on supply
and demand, future regulations it’s headed on. 1 want to take this opportunity to say this. On my way from
Gurabo, 1 was listening on WKAQ station on the radio, on Luis I'rancisco Ojeda’s radio show, I heard
Professor Arturo Masol talk. And he was mentioning, regarding the EcoElectrica plant in Pefiuclas, how
this plant, this company has tripled the price of liquefied natural gas for PREPA. And so the quull()l\ is
whether this was done through another oil cartel. It used to be the petroleum/oil cartel, now it’s the gas
cartel which has represented triple costs, three limes as high, and has brought the cost of production to the
same level as the bunker fuel, still using natural gas. So this is just for you all to have that on your schedule
and consider it. So what will happen with this situation that we have here? We continue with the last --
with the document -- with the situation of PREPA and the energy crisis.

Since nothing has been said and the document does not address this matter, we will mention it for the record.
It’s currently estimated that PREPA has 1 billion in debt, and in accounts receivable it’s expected to be
about 1.5 billion, but nobody knows this information for surc. What is important is that just months ago
they didn’t have money to buy fuel. And given that situation, this agency’s credit has been degraded. And
this entails a considerable increment in the price of purchasing liquid fuel in terms of financing loans for
that. One of the reason for this lack of liquidity is the subsidies that the government grants to various sectors:
hotels, industry, churches, disadvantaged sectors of society among others, and also for government
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agencies, hotels, hospitals, some of which are accounts that will never be collected. And we have (o ask
ourselves what were the 9 billion invested in, when that’s paid for by the consumers who do not receive
the benefit, as if this represented a problem for PREPA. Bul it’s actually us, who pay our monthly power
bills, who are paying for this. Who made the decision to collect or not collect, to cut or not cut somebody’s
service for lack of pavment? How much dogs it cost PREPA in attorney fees to file collection actions and
all the accounts that arc declared losses, uncolleetable? The amount of time PREPA waits to charge for
sold energy. So il il continues (o postpone correclions on this, and in the way this transferred to the
Lcolilectrica or ALS, or will they transfer it to Aguirre, LLC or its suppliers? If we consider the item of
payroll expenses of PREPA, according to information published by the agency, this represents about 13
percent of its expenscs. So last year 350.4 million dollars w pent in fiscal vear 2012-2013, of the total
expenses of the agency. Of the close to 8000 employees of the agency, about 2000 or 25 percent are
managerial employ That is to say, a ratio of onc managerial employce for every three union employees

Iowever, in 2001, the number of employees in the agency was 9,457 employees. The total payroll expense
for managerial versus union employecs, the ratio was 40 to 60 percent. If we look at the average basic salary
of the managerial employ: n PREPA, it’s about 40,000 yearly. In the meantime, the basic )
managerial employees is about 60,000 annually, which exceeds by a lot the salaries received by employees
in the pharmaceutical sector, which are some of the best paid industry employees in Puerto Rico and the
world. It's important to point out that, according to the statements of the director of PREPA, Tuan Alicca,
to El Vocero newspaper al the begini of the year, January 3rd, 2014, he stated that even if 90 percent of
the employees of PREPA were termi d, the v of reduction in 1 -- savings in personnel
of the agency, it would not be sufficient to reduce our power bills. Yet the government, in complicity will
all the media of the country, have irresponsibly wanted to blame the high cost of electricity to employses
of PREPA, specifically members of the UTIER union, a message that has caused great discontent among
the unions of the country. In relation to the managerial employccs, the treatment has not been the same,
although they receive significantly higher salaries than that of union employees. But this attempt Lo
discredit employees has not been sufficient. We most remember the most recent event of vandalism in one
of the towers, which happened just a week ago. There, a petty thief attempted to steal the metal of the tower,
and the federal authoritics blamed sabotage by a member of the union, alleged that it had been done by a
member of the Union. As it happened in recent years in an explosion that happened at Palo Seco plant of
PREPA in Catafio, involves the so-called press of the country. Tt ran to publish this news, but then did not
make any efforts to clarify the results of the investigation, which release the members of the UTIER from
any responsibility.

We conclude that, although the production of energy by alternative sources -- let’s adjudicate it at 30 percent
-- and even lerminating 90 percent of PREPA’s employees, we still would not be able to reduce the cost of
our power bills. The problem that PREPA has ig different. I'or le, corruption, mi We
have to remember that at the beginning of the century, the generation of electricity in Puerto Rico was in
private hands. T.ack of trust in agencics, this is without a doubt onc of the main problems of our country.
Agencies that are in charge of o ing and itoring the ies that can p i1y harm the health
and the environment of our country, the EPA, the Environmental Quality Board failed crassly in their
essential duty to protect the environment and to make sure that projects and new construction projects are
carried out in strict compliance with construction regulations so that the residents in the area are not harmed.
As an example, the Environmental Quality Board approved the construction of the coal burning plant, AES,
towards the mid-ni Although the panel hired by the agency itsell’ recommended, that did not go
through with the project. And one of the problems in the recommendations was how we were going to
dispose of all the bottom ash that is accumulated. They are very close to the coast, where this project is
intended to be built, which has been spread all over the place without following, without protecting, without
monitoring contamination of groundwater such as RECRA and EPA recommend. Yet no demands for
mitigation have been made by the Agency.
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The EPA allowed this coal burning plant for more than ten years, when it just has started its operations, (o
dispose of its industrial waste in the bay and the Las Mareas mangrove, until finally they fined them in
March 2011, with a laughable fine of 170 thousand dollars. That money went to the agencies; not one cent
went to compensate the communitics, not cven onge warning to all of us who cat fish from the arca or sca

life from the arca. Soit’s unknown il they were asked Lo mitigate or repair the damage they caused because
of the contamination. More so, we don’t know if they repaired the deficiency and if they’ve stopped that
practice.

Recently, those two agencies have allowed the use of a landfill in the Municipality of Pefiuelas, where they
allow the deposit of the coal ash without following the recommendations of the LPA. It’s worth to point
out that onc of the owners of the landfill is the millionaire politician Roberto Prats Palerm, whom we know
fvery well in this county. Further on, on September 2nd, 2014, the president of the Environmental Quality
Board, Laura Velez Velez, approved through a resolution, the 14-20(d), disposal of coal ash in the landfills
in Puerto Rico. And here we have to point out that not long ago, pr y the EPA ordered the closing of
half of the 32 landfills in Puerto Rico because they were in non-compliance. That the remaining 16, there
are nine that don't comply. Their lifespan is being exhausted, and now they are going to add those

ds of tons to be dep d in those landfills without taking the precautions. So we really don’t
understand. Regarding the Environmental Planning Board, the atrocities allowed by this agency are
unending. We just state the proliferation of residential projects that are unending in the area of Salinas.
These have been filled with tons of ash that have been eroded to bodies of water, ending up in the Salinas
Bay, and this harming Playa Playita and all communities that are nearby, who have acquired homes in those
areas. In relation to that, many farms and lots have been filled with those ashes without complying with
the laws or regulations of the EPA for disposal of thosc ashes. This includes a farm that AES owns in
Guayama. Tt is our opinion and conviction that this conversion of the power plant in Aguirre Lo gas is
imposed by the relation of the United States, through its agencies, to promote the sale of its new product,
lits new toy: natural gas. And not even to talk about the legislators, mayors and other officers: Caroline
Bonilla Colon, mayor of Salinas; Eduardo Cintron Suarcz, mayor of Guayama; Migucl Percira Castillo;
Senator Luis R. Ortiz Lugo “Edelmito”, representative; Angel M. Rodriguez Otero. All the aforementioned
cted to protect all of us. Although this project will be builtin lands of the respective municipalitics
or represented districts, they cannot be found. They haven’t taken initiative to write down the concerns of
their constituents of this new threat. We don’t even know that they have any advisor within all their political
flunkies for this issue. Maybe they don’t have any questions in the matter? That would be incredible, but
1 vu)uldn t doubt it. Tt scems none of them has asked the question: How docs the cstablishment of highly

were cl

industries in this sector aflect contamination, some already in existence: TAPI Puerto Rico,
Tnc.; Baxter; IPR; Pioncer; M . PREPA’s Th lcetric and others that have disappeared, such as,
Phillips, Puerto Rico Corps; Smith Klein Beecham; SKV and Fibers. Specifically, Fibers and Phillips
caused damage in the sector. The first contaminated the land on La Marea with benzene and other
carcinogenic material, and the third one contaminated four of the five wells with volatile chemicals and
ashestos. So it was put under the superfund of the EPA. This program has a very complex cleaning system
of areas, especially occupied by industries that have abandoned the area. In the case of TAPI Puerto Rico,
that is right there next to us, according to the list of the LPA, this pany i d the und; d
waters with a chemical called isopropyl ether or IPE. Not even one mayor ‘has made any claim for dmagus
or requested the cleaning of the area by the companies that occupy these areas.

Neither have they asked how the projects affect tourism, fishermen and other users of the bay. They also
don’t know the condition, deterioration of the Jobos Bay, which represents its best and most important
resource. They are more interested with Guayama Vive el Encanto and the Salinas Culinary Fest, the patron
saint festival divided in a day per month. We can only make reference to the legacy of the governor of
Puerto Rico of the Spanish colonial era Miguel de la Torre Ipando, who said the phrase, “A people that are

entertained do not conspire. Give them a bottle, give them the cards, give them the dance.” They are
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unaware of their own region’s soci i istics, like the unemployment rate from Sanlta Isabel Lo
Patillas, which reaches 33 percent, a poverty index that is over 50 percent and illiteracy that is close to 35
percent. The region is highest in cancer incidence and respiratory illnesses in Puerto Rico and the second
region with the highest contamination in the country. They also don’t know the demographic information,
as the lowest birthrate and a signi duction in the popul. after the 2010 census, which now
exceeds the reduction of all the decades of the 2000.We only have two questions to ask. In hands of who
are we and for how much have we been sold for this project? Our conclusion, we don’ have any trust in
this project or any other, its proposals, the government agencies or the politicians. It’s been proven
completely that the others, most of them respond to empty private interests, and others have seen that --
have been so far away tmm Ihls reality.  So therefore we do not consider them capnhlc to make wisc
decisi d td and lo be vigilant in the welfare of the people, as is their constitutional
till recovering from the 60 million dollars of the super pipeline from the south of Anibal
and the 100 million dollars from the stupid action from Luis Fortufio; he paid to his friends.
No result has occurred; nobody has gone to jail for it. So questions for the project: What was the bid
process? Because this project doesn’t begin with the EIS.

As the project states, it covers socio economical needs of the area; we are being affected socioeconomically
and environmentally, and in personal terms, affecting our health. What were the requirements? IHow many
companics bid for the project? What were the companics? When was the bid announcement published on
behalf of the government of Puerto Rico? What was the criteria? Who dms the project belong t0? To
PREPA or to Aguirre Offshore? Has any go ive benefi ially, any advisor, any
lobbyist, from the awarding of that contract? That’s a quesmm could be offensive but it’s a very legitimate
question before all these things that we're seeing, all this bad management. And who else will have the
ownership of the facilities to be constructed? I'm sorry. Ijumped aline. Has Aguirre, LLC or any affiliate
been responsible in the warranting of those benefits? Who will keep the ownership of the waters and the
land where the facilities will be built? Who will keep the ownership of the facilities that will be built? I
Lxcelerate, Aguirre, LLC or any subsidiary, in order to gain will gain income through rental fees for land
use and waterways? Will there be any explicit or implicit expropriation or evictions from land belonging
to the people of Pucrto Rico? If there will be explicit or implicit expropriation of private lands. How will
this transfer of title of the Puerto Rican waters where this project is being built conflict with the Water Act
of 18662 All the waters in Pucrto Rico are public, but they arc going to be used for a specific purposc and
benefit a third party which isn’t the people of Puerto Rico or the government. So who do the waters belong
to where the project will be built? T'o Puerto Rico or the United States? Ilow long will the contract be with
Aguirre, LLC, a subsidiary or its main company? Does the contract allow for the facilitics or the easements
and/or lands to be transferred? Ts there any penalty or monctary fine to the government of Pucrto Rico, in
case the contract finishes before the end of the lease? Because il AES fails in this attempt, and the
cvaluation the fishermen did -- fish ratings, the cvaluating agency of that type of company, it was triple B.
This was a questionable credil because the communities accepted. But the penalty if they had to leave, for
the people of Puerto Rico, is 850 million dollars. So in this case, is the arrangement similar? 1low much
will the penalty be? Who will compensate the fishermen that will have additional costs in order to subsist
due to the construction and operation of the projeet? Who will compensate the damages related to the
prohibition of the use of the waters now available for navigation and the enjoyment of these? Has an
analysis of the devaluation of the properties of the communities close to the project? Who will compensate
to the landowners due to the loss of value? Have any valuations of the properties have been done to make
sure that the project will not affect their value? 1lave any supplementary regulations to the federal agency
regulations on the part of local agencies in order to penalize or fine people who come close to the station,
ships, pipeling? Will additional exclusion zones be blished in addition to those cstablished by the T1.S.

Coast Guard? And here we are referring to the Department of Natural Resources, if the Puerto Rican
government, through its ies, will make additional lati )| ing that which we already
know is established by federal rcgulatmns the U.S. Coast Guard manages. If so, which will those arcas be?
In case of intoxication through any gas leak, who will be charged the cost of the medical damages and to
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repair and remove the pipeline? Because now we’ve heard in the project that no excavation or trenches
will be done in order to avoid the movement of funds and that the water column is contaminated. But once
the pipeline is there and is in the ground, you have to repair it. T have not seen this study in the EIS, that
impact.

If definite, the path through Boca del Infierno will be prohibited for small vessels, as the summary states
and within the EIS, because it’s not the same thing; it’s not the same cost for the fishermen. They use daily
-- the detour they have to take is considerable. They have to add approximately an additional hour to their
route. So that’s more time in the water, more fuel. It’s harder physically and it deteriorates their vessels
mare. Who is going to compensate them for that, if that’s been analyzed? T haven’t finished. Tf there is
any risk for explosion in case any vessels passes close by, or by a gas leak. Meaning, if there is any gas
leak and I got with my boat through it, is there any risk for explosion? 1low will gas leaks be detected? Is
there any monitoring to detect them? Will there be any alarm system to know that it’s leaking or not? Will
there be any alarm to notify the people in the sector to evacuate the area in case there is a gas leak? Iow
much interaction will there be between the ships and the pipeline? That is practically like a belt, where
these ships are to one side, at least the one we live or have boals in Guayama. So we have to pass every
time. So to give you an example, this summer [ went out some 20-25 times, and I went through the area
where the pipeline is intended to be placed all 20 to 25 times. Because we use the keys that go through
Boca de Inficrno. So just me, T had some interaction -- 1 would have had some interaction with that pipeline
ilit existed there, because T would go over it. Will the anchoring of ships be allowed to pipelines? For
example, is there is any boat that anchors there to fish, will it be allowed, that somebody anchor to the pipe?
With this we end our presentation. We appreciate the patience of the people present. And good afternoon.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you. And next is Ms. Ruth Santiago. Not to limit the amount of comments of the
Iength of the comments, but just to note that we have the room until 8:00 o’clock tonight, and we've gone
through three speakers.

MS. SANTIAGO: Good afternoon to all of you. Tdon’t know if it would be possible for me to stand over
here so as not (o turn my back to the public because I find that somewhat disr ful. Maybe like this so
I won't turn my back to anybody. My name is Ruth: R-u-t-h, Santiago: S-a-n-t-i-a-g-o, and I'm a legal
advisor of the Envir 1 Dialogue C ity, Incorporated, which is comprised of members who are
residents of Salinas and Guayama, mainly, those two municipalitics. And we have preliminary comments
ling the draft envi 1 impact for offshore gasport in Aguirre, which would be a mile
south of Barca Key, and which would also be a floating for regasification of 4.1 miles through the middle
of Jobos Bay through the Aguirre complex. These are two plants: Thermo-Llectric and Combined Cycle,
and it’s the largest power plant in Pucrto Rico, and also the one that emits most contaminants into the air
in Puerto Rico. Dialogue, Incorporated is part of the initiative of Eco-Development of Bahia Jobos,
Incorporated, which is an umbrella organization that groups together various community organizations and
groups, parl ticularly in Salinas, Guayama, bul also Arroyo, Caguas and particularly, also, lishermen groups,
i Some of the rep ives of the groups of fishermen are here present this evening, because

we do work jointly with them, but they will be making their own statements also. Dialogue, the
organization, docs ecnvironmental cducation proj such as environmental contamination, which makes a
Tot of use of the resling arca rve of the Jobos Bay and the Keys and surrounding arcas. Also, Dialogue
works a lot with environmental jusliw projects, such as the matter of the multiple forms of contamination
of the AES coal plant, which you've already heard about. But we do have many things to say about that
also. Also, Dialogue worked for a long time in what was the environmental contractor efforts of PREPA --
the Aguirre plant or complex I should call it, rather. And I would like to begin by making some procedural

, vou know, in | dural matters.

It’s been two and a half years. In fact, the first meeting that we attended was held here, working, looking

at d trying to und d, making suggesti And more formally, a year ago, the sustainability
table was established, and there we sat side by side with -- in addition to representatives of Dialogue .lm.l
BAJO Fishermen’s Association, also PREPA, the governor’s mansion/Fortaleza, ies, the Municipality

PMO01-06

Comments noted.

Specific requests under the Freedom of Information Act must be filed in
accordance with 18 CFR 388.108.

Section 4.10.1 of the EIS discusses potential air emissions during construction and
operation of the Project. Section 3.2 evaluates energy alternatives; however,
renewable energy sources such as solar were determined to be developed in
insufficient quantity to replace the Project at this time. Also see the responses to
comments AG06-16, CO02-03 through C0O02-05, CO02-08, IND02-04, and
INDO08-01.
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of Salinas. We've I, during these tions, experts. It’s been a very intense process,
particularly in this last year. We found that access to information that has been provided by the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission has been good. The access that we have Lo the information is good. All
the information available on their webpage is very impressive. ‘The information is provided quite quickly
and efficiently. Also, this information has had to do with PREPA, also; it’s provided us information. And
also the Department of Natural and Environmental Resources has given us some information. Tn relation to
Excelerate, we have been able (o oblain some information. We have requested two particular studies that
have not been provided to us, the Forestal study of 2013, and the Golder study of 2013-B; that has not been
provided by them cither. We would -- If Excelerate is unable to produce this, we would like this
participation today to be considered under the FOTA Act, a request for the provision of those studics.
Because we are working with some experts, collaborators of the commiltee of many years, such as Dr.
lia Mercado, oceanographer of the Un ty of Pucrto Rico Mayaguez Campus, who nced these
studies/surveys, to give us independent opinions, you see, so that we can do our work to provide the
information to the coastal communities around Jobos Bay.

150 have a process with the ULS. Coast Guard. We are rying to approach them about some information
we would like to provide and for them to explain to us certain things that are not clear at all with regard to
this project, and we are still waiting for them to tell us. You know, if you could at all encourage them to
provide that to us, we would really appreciate it. The committees that we are working with would really
appreciate it. Now, we believe this is a joint procedure. Tn relation to that -- T have the air conditioning
right on me. In relation to this process as a joint one, we are concerned because it’s been almost a year now
since September 24th, 2013. We went some letters to OGPe, the planning board, the Envi 1 Quality
Board and other agencies, but those mainly. And they have not replied in any way. And we have the letters
if you want to see them. We would like them to provide us information. At the time maybe they didn’t
have anything in their files, but anticipating that they would have something in their files, that they provide
us the information so that we could be in the position lo, you know, comment and work and inform the
public. But despite the follow-up that has been given to this matter with the EQB and the Permit Office,
we've received no reply, no transparency, no access to information, nothing. It's quite difficult to
understand. Therefore, with regard to the joint nature of this process, we are not in a position to comment
anything about what could be in OGPe’s file. We know the environmental impact statement, the draft that’s
been proposed will be used. But we belicve there must be, comments from the agencics involved in
the administrative process of this agency. In terms of comments per s¢ about the project, we are going o
start with air quality and impacts on the basin area of the Jobos Bay.

Our area is classificd as not being subject to classification. Tn our basin we have -- One of the things we
wanted to ask the EQB is why is it listed as unclassifiable, what are the findings, what are the resullts that
would allow us to know what the basic situation that we are before right now. We have some idea. The

emissions of AES is the main private source of mr conmmma.nts in Puerto Rico. Th right here in our
basin. And we know that an analy
EPA, and w

¢d as number 6 in terms of the leading emitter of contaminants: hydrochloric acid, nickel,
selenium, lead. This was a report published by the Envi 1l gration Project. So this is a situation
that is of great concern. And in termns of the project that we are considering here today, the complex, it’s
indicated that the conversion of the Aguirre complex would reduce -- to the bringing of natural gas, would
reduce emissions of particle material of sulfur dioxide and nitrogen, carbon monoxide and sulfuric acid.
Now, this is in relation to the existing plant, the existing complex of Aguirre. But there is a very particular
situation that, in fact, in the draft of the Environmental Impact Statement, several times FERC employees
comment that it’s unusual the way that the air emissions are being analyzed in this project, and air
contaminants are being analyzed in this project. And that is that the emlssnons of the plant, we believe that
they would be reduced, the ones of the Aguirre plant, but the that would be d by the
project per se would increase because it’s something that does not exist. So when you look at anything
new, you have new contaminants, new emissions. So we believe that we have to perform a clearer, more
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accessible analysis of how it is that the new contaminants or new emissions of that floating oflshore port
of regasification, and the rotors that have come to bring that natural gas are going to be dealt with, how this
is going to be dealt with and how this is going to impact the environmenl.

Because we know this entails increases and also entails very technical exclusions under the Clean Air Act.
Because in this project, on the one hand, many times it's argued that the Aguirre complex and the offshore
regasification port are just one entily, you see. But for other things, to exempt them from emission
standards, then they treat them separately. Because they established then that the offshore port is something
that floats, something that is not permanent, you sce. And I'm trying to explain this, but it’s very difficult
to understand, and T think it’s something that warrants a lot more attention and efforts so that it’s accessible
to people. For example, they say, “Excluded are the boilers of the offshore port and the visiting loaders that
bring the natural gas. They exclude the emission of the tanks and the emissions of the engines.” This,
although on the offshore port, as in these loaders that come to supply them with natural gas; so although
these loaders, they will be in the offshore port 3 days out of the year. They also exclude also from the
support barges -- their emissions are ¢xcluded. They also exclude, T think it's like four tugboats; T think
i’s, like, a fleet. Some of them are 155 feet. And T think it would be four tugboats for each barge that
brings -- that supplies natural gas. And, therefore, there is no clear evaluation of all the emissions and all
the contaminants that are going to be generated. And we belicve the National Environmental Policy Act of
Pucrto Rico required that the environmental impact document analyze, disclose, present, discuss, analyze
all of these impacts that are significant, you sce. And also the I executive order on environmental
Jjustice requires the analysis of these impacts, particularly because ’s established here that there can be no
doubt that Aguirre, Salinas, Guayama have the el of 1 justice ities. Soit’sa
disproportionate discharge of sources of contamination, and at the same fime marginalization of
communities in conditions that are very much below even Puerto Rico in general, despite our very difficult
situation in other parts of Puerto Rico.

Construction of the project obviously will generate emissions also. And what we see is that besides these
emissions that arc not being puted, are not being di d clearly and are not being regulated, we have
sions of CO2 cquivalent because methanol is the main component of natural gas, and is a
greenhouse gas, a very powerful one, comparable to CO2. And also the emission of volatile organic
compounds which we belicve must be mitigated. And we have a letter to read to you regarding this. The
School of Medicine of Mount Sinai Hospital, the unit specialized in pediatric environmental health, has
issued to us an opinion in rclation to some futures of the emission of the project. Twon’t read them all to
'you because we can provide them to you later in the comments, but basically, this group of doctors indicated
the following: “That with the Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project, the types of DOCs or volatile organic
compounds which will be emitted, include chemicals such as formaldehyde” -- and I'm sorry if 1 pronounce
some of these wrong -- “benzene, toluene, hexane and styrene. Many of these DOCs have both short terms
and long term effects. This includes the irritation of ¢ i nausca, dizziness,
fatigue, shortness of breath and worsening of 1 “Long term effects
h might result from these chemicals are: higher risk for certain types of cancer and other l\ldne\
including Kidney failure. And then the eff of health will depend on the amount of time the
person is exposed.” And several comments are made. And they recommend mitigation to prevent the
effects of these i The lative impacts of the AAS project and other industries, the
Salinas, Guayama landfills, impact the quality because landfills also emit methanol. They impact our
environment by gasification of the ocean. We haven’t seen in the draft of the environmental impact
--it’s not ioned how these air i also contaminate water; and that’s the famous
acidification of oceans. So we believe that we need to discuss or have some information presented in this
regard, and also mitigation. It is stated in the draft statement that since ALS operated a photovoltaic plant
of 24 megavolts, that this could be some sort of * mmgator in this case, but that plant has been operating
for some time now and there has been no red s in its emission of AES and much less the
Aguirre complex, you see, on the contrary.

increases in em
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PMO1-06| Y ou’ve seen, those of you that are from the area, that the solar power farm in Salinas; it’s already under
{eontd) fconstruction and it starts operating soon. 1t has a capacity of, I think it's 16 megavolts. There is no plan
for reduction, on this basis or .m»lhm5 to reduce AES’s or Aguirre complex’s e ons. So the [act that
those photovoltaic plants for us is that they take away agricultural land that could always be very productive.
And in the case of the Aguirre complex, it is expected to increase, for example, the combined cycle of 8
percent of its annual capacity factor, which at present it’s 35 percent, and AG1 and AG2 to 55 percent,
which is an increase in its operation. As we have stated before, that we believe that the alternative would
be -- and it is established in the LIS that if the project is done, that it should be done as a project of the use
of natural gas and be transitory, so that we open for solar energy in the roofs, particularly of public buildings,
but also private, parking lots, homes, closcd landfills. Closcd landfills have a double benefit becausc they
scal the landfill so thal you don’t have a lot of water and you don’t generate a lot of leaks in terms of
garbage.  And also a lot of other contaminated arcas that can be used for the solar panel projects versus
what is being used right now. We understand that in the EIS dralfl, the alternative of compressed natural
gas should be discussed. The use of compressed natural gas is an existing technology, which could be a
[viable alternative and we understand it should be included. And regarding air issues, we still have an
analysis missing of thc winds in the arca. We have information that, sibly, that was being presented
was wrong, and that 68 percent of the time the winds blow easl to southeast, in other words, sea to land.

PMO01-07| The climate change analysis in the EIS draft, we didn’t sce that it considered the higher frequency in tropical
storms and hurricanes in the project area, which is something that’s related to climate change, and it doesn’t
discuss adequately the impact of CO2 equivalents, which the project has, and its accumulative effect in the
Jobos Bay and the sea. The Jobos Bay we already know, because of the Aldarondo study and others, that
there are a lot of heavy metals that have accumulated in the national reserve, specifically in the sea life
tissue, there’s higher levels of mercury and arsenic. There’s what they call the PAS, that I'm not going to
try and say the wholc name, but this comes from a tire fire that some of vou may remember, where many -
- and T think that that’s a product of the unfulfilled combustion of the tires. And obviously the Its of
the Aguirre complex have contributed to this situation in the Jobos Bay. The negative effects of these
substances that I mentioned, in addition to copper, selenium in the fish, the contamination of agricultural
sources, of developed arcas, of the Salinas landfill, of the material that’s been taken out of the agricultural
complex and the wastewater, makes the whole accumulative effect in the Jobos Bay to be significant. And
it’s been documented that there’s a plume of nitrate contamination in the Salinas aquifer, ch is coming
down. We know that the aquifer of Salinas supplies all the drinking water to the municipality, part of it to
Guayama, all of it to Santa Isabel, also. And that plume keeps going down in the aquifer and spreads in the
aquifer. And, also, the aquifer supplies water to the bay and to the keys. So that’s why in the keys you have
vegetation that’s not saltwater vegetation, because the aquifer comes out through there. So there is a higher
impacl to the bay than what is being stated in the drall of the EIS. The exuviations of the Salinas landfill
has selenium and DOCs, but they are not being documented, meaning that it’s going to be difficult to have
record of it. Because BFI, Allied Waste and the Environmental Quality Board moved the monitor wells
when they started detecting the contaminants, and we are going to submit that information with the written
ents. And, as was ioned here, AES was discharging wastewater with coal ash. And it was -- a
compliance order was issucd for many years, which we have the number here. Tt's CW02-2012-3100.

PM01-08|The studies commissioned by EPA to the University of Vanderbilt state that metals and toxins in the

x coal a: vas a study, EPA600R724.Dr. Braulio Jimenez has documented also the amount
of mercury and an ons that are deposited from AES in the sea. And la ontaminant to
water and the surrounding bay, we have the thermal discharge of the Aguirre complex, which discharges
waters that reach 106 1'1l\renl\en and that together with the thermal discharge of the project or hot water
for the project, have, again, a cumulative effect, which states that although these two sources are not going
to find cach other, there is evidence that in the areas where you have the keys and where the proposed
project is supposced to be, there’s a flow of watcr that comes in through these spaces in between the key:
towards the bay. And regarding the 316 study of the Federal Water Regulation, we found that there is a Inl
of dragging, of impact to the larvae and the fish eggs because they are brought from those that come from

PMO01-07
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There are no thresholds of significance criteria established by the EQB or EPA for
Project GHG emissions. There is no legal precedent to make a damage claim for
stationary source or Project GHG emissions causing local climate change impacts.
Climate change is caused by global impacts and effects.

However, the discussion of GHG and climate change in the Cumulative Impacts
section of the EIS (see section 4.12.2.3) has been updated with the 2014 report
findings of the U.S. Global Change Research Program (U.S. National Climate
Assessment, June 2014).

Also see the responses to comments AG06-30, CO01-05, and CO02-03.

Due to revised construction methods, subsea surface currents are not anticipated to
be significantly affected by the presence of the pipeline. Therefore, no significant
impacts on coral larvae and ichthyoplankton are anticipated. Pipeline burial would
ensure that the subsea and surface currents are not altered. In addition, we are
recommending in section 4.5.3.3 that Aguirre LLC develop a lighting plan that
identifies specific measures to minimize or avoid impacts associated with the
Project’s operational nighttime lighting on avian species, fish species, marine
mammals, various life stages of sea turtles, and people on the shoreline.

Also see the responses to comments AG02-10, AG02-18, AG02-28, AG02-30, and
C002-16.
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the outside, from the arca where the project would be located.  And they reach the thermal discharge
existing, of the complex. And that’s why study 316 proves that there’s a lot of sea life that is being impacted
with that discharge. So there is a relation between the two discharges of accumulated impact. We need that
with the fisheries or what’s referred to as fish of commercial value. It’s been underestimated, the
accumulative impact that the project would have with the already existing causes. So the project would
bring on its own impact, the dragging of larvac and fish cggs becausc the project requires a lot of water; 56
million gallons of water daily just for the floating unit of regasification, and up to 302 million -- not daily,
302 million for the loaders that are there, usually for three days. Livery eight days they would come for
three days, the larger ones. And that would cause a lot of dragging of the larvae and fish eggs, and bio-
climination by using copper.

Also, the pipe that’s proposed to be put on the seabed, after its installation -- obviously a lot of sedimentation
is lifted during its construction, which is fatal for coral in particular and other sca life. But after its
installation, it’s also been stated that it could continue causing sedimentation and turbidity in the water,
depending on how much it goes into the sea bed. Because it’s been said that it can be on top of the sea bed,
and that it will, little by little, go into the seabed. But that also makes a sedimentation turbidity. And also,
the thermal discharges can reach, when these floaters of liquid gas and natural gas, when they discharge the
hot water, that discharge can reach into the sea bed also, and continue raising sedimentation and ruining the
fisherics. And it can be dispersed over some meters, so the recommendation from FERC is very much
accepled, from the employees of FERC that are doing this job, that are producing this draft, which hasn’t
reached the Commission as such, that studies are made on the sediment to see how extensive that harm --
that damage can be to the fisheries. We believe that it’s been shown that the sediments are contamination
with past DD, arsenic, copper, nickel. And in addition to that, if the discharge waters are also going to
have copper, then you have to see the cumulative effect of those discharges and the copper that’s in the
sediment. The studics that were done on the plankton, the sca lifc in the bay and in the Caribbean Sca have
certain data limitations. Tt underestimates by far how many [ish eggs are going lo be dragged in. And just
for the coral larvae. That was just in the one day of sampling.

Also, the temperature that the thermal discharge is allowed is based on a project which is called Northeast
Gateway, which is in the north of the Atlantic. And we believe that we could question how applicable that
data would be with a project in a location so far, with such different conditions that could be applicd here.
Obviously, we've mentioned a lot that the proposed pipeline would create a barrier for conch and other sca
life, such as sca cucumbers and -- well, that’s been mentioned a lot about the project, that that would be
difficult to overcome. It’s been said here now in the draft of the EIS. I've seen for the first time that the
conch could go under the pipeline, because since the sea bed is not totally level, that they could go
underneath. We understand that there is a need for empirical studies to show that, because if not it’s like
an experiment, which could have devastating consequences. Also, the route of the loaders should be chosen,
not like the Coast Guard has stated, that no route has been established as such. It should be one that’s
chosen, from south to north, and docs not go laterally from cast to west because of the platform. That’s
where the fishermen have all their artisan fishery, and this could be devastating for all of that. Also, it’s
been mentioned the lights of the project would go into the fluorescent bay; could be diflerent types of lights:
security, navigation, compliance with the FAA. But those lights have the effect of attracting smaller
organisms that attract fish, and others that are exposed to copper, to the chemicals of the thermal water.
There's studics that show that the fish that come into these zones, the thermal waters, can be sterilized,
right? So you have to consider all that accumulative impact and also consider that corals - although you
are talking about replanting them, not all corals are capable of being adapted to a new environment, and it
takes alof time. Certainly, some will not recover. So this is a question for the fisheries that leads us to what
is environmental justice. And we said that this area, specifically Salinas and Guayama, has a
disproportionate contamination burden. And the executive or the environmental justice principles require
that there’s a fair treatment to the communitics and the people to be impacted by projects.
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The drall contains certain amount of data on the situation of environmental justice. Tt does talk aboul
unemployment being the highest, that the poverty is highest, that there’s a very critical situation. But it
doesn’t analyze how it would be impacted, how these communities are Emnz, 1o be impacled by the sea
impact. In that sense, Dr. Garcia Quijano has documented a lot. The way in which many families of
Aguirre, Salinas, Guayama depend for their subsistence, meaning to feed themselves in the first place, and
some, as fishcrmen, that do cxohangus or they scll smaller quantitics, artisan fishermen. How they usc the
sca resource in a very impressive way. And there is no analys the drafl EIS of thal fair treatment or the
executive order for that impact. We've already seen that these fishers would have an impact because of the
project, and what corresponds, then, is to do that analysis. But you know that in the coastal communitics
of JTobos Bay, Salinas, it’s not -- they do not only relate to the resources to fish. There’s also tourist activity,
specilically tourists and people that come fmm ()lher pdrls of Puerl() Rico, the Metropolitan area, ¢l celera,

A i : transportation, sca transportation,
vessel repairs, vessel storing, preparing food, all of that. Incredibly, we don’t see any reference to this socio-
economical link regarding the activities that depend on the sea in the draft of the EIS. Therefore, the impact
isn’t discussed that would have had these activities if the project is done, and maybe tourist don’t see like
that’s attractive, “another industrial facility™ in the middle of the keys. They keys are what attract, they are
the respeclive beaches of Salinas and Guayama.

It was said that here in the affected arcas there’s six fisheries, right? No
Bay there’s some arcas that you can’t [ish because they are part of the re:

t hasn’t been said that in Jobos
/¢, they are a protected area.

That, lated with all the situation that we’'ve ioned that’s lative, leaves a limited space,
which if the platform just south of the keys, for fishing. So the project would be in one of those areas.
‘There is a slide that indi -- the proponent here supposedly -- allegedly interviewed ten fishermen. What

'we found asking about the situation, that yes, apparently ten persons were interviewed, and not all of them
were fishermen. And one of them, who isn’t a fisherman, prepared some circles in the map that are not of
the fishing areas. Because with 10 people, which not all of them were fishermen, you are not going o have
all the areas anyway. But where I'm going, is that fishing areas were limited in a way that is not
representative to the reality. The platforms at the south of the keys between Salinas and Guayama are the
fishing arcas of local fishermen. We wanted to show a recent newspaper article that states that the fishermen
in Pucrto Rico are artisanal. They don’t have very large ships or very sophisticated equipment. They can’t
go very far. But on occasions they have been -- it’s gone awry and they have ended up in Colombia and
places like that. The newspaper artic] “He lives to tell the tale™ from June 20, 2004. And although it’s
in the southwest, this is what happens every certain... And it’s not a type of situation that we can ignore.
There is a very specific situation with the EIS draft in the description of the keys to justify the route the
project. The problem is that there is a very big mistake. Tt says that Cabo Morrillo is a main attraction for
residents and tourists. That, really, Thad to consult it with fishermen, local fishermen. Because all my life
they ve said that Morrillo is just rocks, and we've confirmed it from one side and the other. Morrillo is not
a (ourism area, a visitor” And so the d lification of an alternative roule because it’s close to
Morrillo, there’s no basis for that.

Als

1

ifi’s because of the use of the keys, the Barca Key, which is just in the north of the proposed plant’s

the floating r ifi plant, it’s also a key used for tourism. It’s what is known as the
Guayama Beach; because that’s the peculiarity of this area, that coastal zones -- more than anything else,
the keys are the beaches of this arca. It’s not like in other places where there are these long beaches on
solid y()und Also, the pipeline would go close to Caribe Key, which has a small dock, has trails, an
observation tower and other facilities which belong to the reserve, and receive mostly educational tourism,
scientific. It's the area where every year you do the environmental living, which is the main activity for
the Lnvi 1 Dialogue Ct i and it’s been confirmed that for every dollar that you invest in
national parks, you get a benefit of 1.67.S0 all these other activities and services provided by the fishermen
and the restaurants, an analysis has to be done of envii | justice r ding all that financial link and
how it would aflect the project, that activity, the main sources of income. And another example says that
the nautical club of Guayama has an amount of spaces for vessels or ships. What happens is that you have

PM01-09

We updated section 4.8.5 to provide a more detailed analysis of the potential
socioeconomic impacts and mitigation measures associated with the Project. In
addition, we updated section 4.7.4 to clarify that the amount of recreational and
commercial fishing provided is a sample and may not list all water-dependent
activities within Jobos Bay.
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1o go beyond that. Thal’s like that, but the nautical club has double the membership than the spaces it has.
1 don’t know if you've seen that on weekends they bring their boats through land. Not all of them leave
them there. The same thing with the marina at Salinas. Yes, these are spaces that are numbered spaces,
but if tomorrow -- Let’s do that exercise. Let’s look outside the bay and you’'ll see that you also have
sailboats that are anchored. And talking about sailboats, if the Coast Guard says that in Boca del Infierno
the depth -- which is a very shallow arca, and with the pipeline going above two fect -- becau
reefs there, the pipeline isn’t going to go into the land. That would be a restriction [
automatically.

And sailboats also, just as the Coast Guard says, you have to usc extreme caution in layving the pipe. Soif
the pipe is going to be through the middle of Jobos Bay, anybody coming out of the marina, that club, has
to go through it. And many of those coming out of Las Mareas or Mosquito, Chuchin, San Felipe, all that,
that’s all in the middle of it, that specific route. So in summary, it would be that the project could have
igni impact in the inability and health of coastal communities. And there’s a great discrepancy
in the official documents in the job creation that the project would create in construction phase. We know
operation phas: s pretty clear that it would be 15 jobs and that 10 percent of those jobs would
be for local people, that is to say 1.5 jobs in its operation. No, in its construction, it is said in the EIS draft
that it would be 350 jobs. While in the location consultation, I've just been told by my fellow colleagues
here that it would be 140 jobs. Besides that, there is a detail that in the contract, T think it’s a charter party,
it states that if PREPA wanted to hire personnel from the United States to work in the ps, it would
have to pay on top of it, because apparently they want to hire people -- foreigners and pay them at the rate
that they pay them. So for a citizen, like a Puerto Rican, for example, there’s not much incentive to hire
them if that contractual provision is there. Regarding security of the project, Dr. Aurelio Mercado, as 1
indi d, is collat i He is an oc: her and an expert in wave analysis, storms, tsunamis and

hurricanes. He preparcs maps for such cvents in Pucrto Rico, and he is collaborating. He is interested in
being provided this information of the studies mentioned so that we have some collaboration in information
to go a little bit more in-depth in terms of security. The documents mention that this is an area -- two things
are stated: moderate seismic activity. Moderately high and then it says that it's high, and that it has the
potential of liquation, this soil. So another aspect is that a recent casc of the Swiss Matthews ship running
around in the Langa Maria Key close to Guayanilla -- we have a lot of key: it’s not just one. So that specific
incident which was in 2009, which was in Guayanilla, is of great concern.

The capacity to fight fires has been questioned; who is going to pay that. So there’s things that haven’t
been deciphered, haven’t been solved. In terms of species that are threatened or that in risk of extinction,
we know that Jobos Bay has the three ial ¢l ts for the ion and that arc important for
which are shallow protected waters, no salt water and the seaweed. And I think that it’s very
clear that this area is the second highest populated by manatees in all of Puerto Rico. And it’s important to
notice that all the sightings of the manatecs and sea turtles were in Boca del Infierno, the route that’s been
proposed. All of them were there. All the proponent’s, that’s where they say mainly these specics that are
threatened or in danger of being extinct. We also believe that there should be committee participation and
mitigation plans, observation of sea life. Fishermen can see a manalee or a sea turtle so quickly, more so -
- they"ve told us that if you want to go, for example, to Momrifio Keys, they are willing for you to see it.
lIt"s not just like it’s in the document. And they have this experience that could be in line with the
imitigations. We believe that there are several studies that haven’t been done.  This turtle study is very
limited. Tt wasn’t done for other organisms as dwarf sea horses. The coral selting was very limited for the
Iplankton. And I have some miscellancous issues, which are that there are some maps that are wrong, that
[the current from the north equator is not the south of Barca Key. It’s 100 miles from here, and that's wrong
lin the map. There’s no such thing as Salinas River; it’s called Nigua. And that the restoration list should

lbe updated. Those are my comments. Thank you very much.

MR. JOHNSON: Thank you, Ms. Santiago. The next speaker is Miguel Ortiz.
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We have recommended that Aguirre LLC provide a construction access plan to
address concerns regarding recreational users of the bay during construction. In
addition, Aguirre LLC has, in a sworn affidavit, stated its employment plans.
Regarding issues of seismic activity, FERC has requested additional information
from Aguirre LLC. Also, all of the information filed by Aguirre LLC can be
accessed by the public through our eLibrary system.

The FSRU firefighting capability is described in section 4.11.5.1, and regulatory
requirements for LNG carriers are described in section 4.11.7.1. Information
about the manatee and sea turtle and the Project’s potential impact on the manatee
is provided in section 4.6.1. In addition, we have recommended MMOs be used
during construction to minimize impacts on these species.
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MR. ORTIZ: It’s cold here. Good evening Lo all of you. My name is Miguel A. Ortiz Serrano. T am the
chair of the Fishermen’s Village in Guayama, treasurer of the Federation of Commercial Fishermen in
Puerto Rico and part of the fishing advisory board at the Department of Natural Resources. I was born and
raised in the area of Pozuelo. As you see here, we are fenced by this project, and 1 am a commercial
fisherman. Thave 17 to fishermen in the fishermen'’s association. We have been working with this project
for aver two ycars now, becausce since the first public comment mecting here was held T was here also. And
from then, we have been following up in all ils parts. And the conversations that we have held among us
groups of fishermen in the area -- and you know Guayama includes Branderi, Las Mareas, Barrance,
Pozuclo, Puente de Jobos, Miramar, Santa Ana and Puerto de Jobos -- Jobo's Puente and Puerto and
Pozuclo, including F1 Mosquito and El Chunchin. And you can sce we are fenced in. And the only exit
we have is Boca de Infierno. So anyway, we would have o go over the pipe. And in addition o thal, this
arca of Boca de Infierno is a fishing arca, not as it is indicated in the book. This whole arca, including the
whole edge of Pozuglo, if you go around it, all that way to Boca de Infierno, including the keys, that whole
area is a fishing area.

PMO1-12|Tn fact, it’s an area where conch are raised, where the keys are. And here, in the middle of Boca de Infierno,
is where we fish conch -- the ones that are ready to be fished, because the ones that you see are usually
younger. And in this area (indicating) are the bigger ones, where the guys dive and fish them. Lven the
guys from Salinas fish in that arca. T had made a comment before at the previous meeting
Remember, this is prohibited. So as [ was saying, in this arca here (indicating) is where conch a
And located here (indicating), the Jobos port is on the other side here, and we’d have to go through this
whole area (indicating) to be able to 2o out to Boca de Infierno. So you see, we would have to go over the
pipe. So I ask you, what guarantee does this company have building this pipe in this direction? What
ouarantee would there be in an event that a ship has to comne in and they would not notice and run into that
pipc? This is something that’s possible and can happen, because ships can come at 1:00, 2:00, 3:

4:00 a.m., and at least out in the evening, in the aflernoon, and we come back in the early morning
hours. And the same thing can happen with other ships, and we’'ve seen that there. And the other thing is
that this over here (indicating) is the Nautico, and higher up is the Guarida del Cocrodilo. And us who are
here (indicating), between all of us, approximately there are 200 to 300 water crafis that arc always going
through Jobos Bay. That's in addition to those who come from the north: Bayamon, Caguas, Cayey,
bring their water crafis to navigate, to go to Isla de Barco for purposcs of internal tourism. Our conce
have you studied how much impact will this have directly on tourism? Because at least now, al this time
Guayama and Salinas are trying to develop internal tourism. With the situation there with the government,
and we are trying to develop these arcas: Cayo Barco, and as Ruth said, Caribe and the arca of Dos Palmas,
this wholc arca there. We usc it for internal tourism. T think that if T sce a pipe that’s going to go through
an area where I'm going (o go enjoy myself with my family, exposing it to a potential accident, I'd rather
not go. So this will have a dircct negative impact on tourism in the arca of Guayama and Salinas.

pMo01-13] Although this project will be builtin the arca of Salinas, we will also be affected in the same manner because
we are in here (indicating), you see. And as [ was telling you, this whole area is a fishing area. We fish all
Kinds of fish here. This whole arca is de: ted to fishing. And we're not sure either -- we also made these
comments at the meeting -- how safe is it for us to fish next to that pipe or go over it? And nobody has
been able to answer that question, because we don’t know if after the pipe is built, after it’s installed there,

v restricted the pipe will be. So that we can feel at case that we can fish in the arca and we can go over
¢. It’s been said here that conch can go over the pipe, but th somewhat contradictory, because
several times we’ve commented this, and it just so happens that the conch can go below the pipe as long as
it's high, clevated. But then they've said the contrary, because they said that as they install it on the
platform, with time it will sink. So I just don’t understand, you see.In fact, this pipe will not completely
sink. And that’s the problem we are having with the fishing situation. And, again, I repeat, we believe that
there arc problems in our arca of Guayama duc to contamination, and we want to do cverything possible to
collaborate and be as simple as can be. So that if anything comes to be manufactured in the area of Guayama
and Salinas, it will not continue to harm the health of the residents of the communities in the area. So those
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Aguirre LLC revised its construction method to include pipeline burial. The
revised method would result in fewer impacts on species such as the Queen conch.
The existing vessel traffic through the Boca del Infierno pass would not change
due to the presence of the pipeline because we are recommending that the pipeline
be constructed either by HDD through the pass or be rerouted, primarily to avoid
impacts on coral resources in this area. Further, we are recommending in section
4.7.7 that Aguirre LLC develop a construction access plan to minimize the impacts
on the community during construction of the facilities. Section 4.8.5 also
discusses concerns regarding tourism (and also visual impacts) and references the
most current economic indicators related to tourism from the U.S. Census Bureau.
We added additional detail to the final EIS to expand on the potential impacts of
the offshore terminal on tourism.

See response to comment AG08-06.
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are the comments that T have. And I think that later, the Federation, before the end of the month, will be
sending you a written statement, which is the one that we will be sending regarding this project. Thank you
1o all.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you, sir. The next speaker is Angel Febles.

MR. FEBLES: Good evening to all of you. Angel Febles: A-n-g-¢-l, Febles: F-c-b-1-¢-s. T belong to this
area of Jobos. T'm a sports fisherman because they have not granted me any other license, but, well,
anyways. So this area of Guayama has been punished for the benefit of others since way before I was born.
Phillips was a great business. When they lefl, that was lefl contaminated. Now we have the famous coal
plant that supposedly has everything already. But they contaminate us. And who benefits from this? The
Metropolitan Area, all those people. And they have jobs. They have jobs over there, although difficult, but
they have jobs. And this fishing arca, there are people here who still fish with rowboats. And they leave
here 1o go o Salinas to make a living. So you have not lalked about those people. And there’s a number
of unregistered fishermen, because they have not been able to get a license. But there’s a large number of
fishermen who have not been granted this. And they have not been taken into account either, because to
get a fisherman’s license here you have to be a magician. There are several “guarderias™ here. The one T
know, at least, has 70 boats permanently. Tt can go up to 100 when people come down. Miguel has another,
fishing has another. That’s besides the people who come -- We've run into people who come all the way
from Venezuela in sailboats. They go through here (indicaling), go around, spend a couple of days there
and go out again. And this here is what these people make a living with. And you can see the depths here,
that fishermen on bigger boats have to wait for a wave to be able to go over that arca because it’s not very
deep. Some months it's deep but other months it can be as shallow as six feet. And vou are going to be
using up o two [eet, so nobody will be able to navigate through there. I T were [rom a different area and T
would see this ugly thing there that contaminates -- because it contaminates, people.

Tt contaminated, whether a lot or a little. So just the potential of anything happening there, T would not go.
And, see, there is more risk over here (indicating) than over here (indicating). I went to a conference a week
ago, and the fire departiment was there, and the fireman who was there, you know, an official of rank, he
said that in 15 minutes, if something happens, a cloud or some kind of a leak, they’d be there standing by,
ready to sprinkle it with chemicals. Look, they are not even able to extinguish fires in the countryside, and

they are right by them. All these things have not been measured. We are going to experience the same
thing that the States experienced with the last war. All these chemicals, look, all these people want to put
all these chemicals on us and nobody actually did a study to see if these chemicals actually existed. And
when they went over there to fight with these people, they never found the famous chemicals. And that’s
what’s happening here. Everything that you are doing is beautiful. But how many of you people have gone
to these arcas on boat, you people present? None of you have seen how beautiful this is. Iow many of
you have stood there on onc of the piers just to look at the sunsct, watch the manatees? T wish you could
see how people from the Metropolitan Area, when you say, “Oh, there’s a manatee there,” they all run to
2o see that beautiful animal. Dolphins. We have dolphins here, too, and sharks. Because it’s a mating
area. And we can show you pictures that are on the networks and videos that the guys have. And this
wholc study was done from a placc over there in San Juan; they got all these things, gathered all these
things; they read that; they placed it the way thal served their best interest and that was the end of it. Bul
nobody actually went to this ward, this ncighborhood, to scc how poor it is, to scc how these people have
10 go hustle to make a couple of bucks. It’s not easy. I know a couple who have shipwrecked here and
they "ve only made it back to the coast by an act of God. And 1 can get those people for you. A study is
one thing and reality is another.

And we can see that this is a reality in this pipe. You say 24 inches once it’s done. And you know that here
PREPA has a pipe this wide (indicating), that when the fishermen are going to throw the anchors, when
they take their anchors back out, they actually pull that cable up with their anchor. And they used to say
that that would never happen, that it could not happen, and it happens all the time. People who go there
who are not from the area, they throw their anchorin. When they are going to lift up their anchor they say,

PMO01-14

Sections 4.7.5 and 4.8.3 address that the number of fishers in the area are estimates
and may vary based upon who is providing the count of total fishers. In addition,
the construction method has been revised and the pipeline will be buried or
covered with concrete mats and, therefore, concerns about inadvertent anchor
strikes should be adequately mitigated. In addition, section 3 provides information
and analysis on a wide range of alternatives that were considered for the Project.

Public Meetings



T€-INd

PMO01 -

Public Meeting in Guayama, Puerto Rico (cont’d)

{eont'd)

PMOL-14[“Oh, what is this? Oh, it’s the PREPA cable.” Soimagine when that pipe is there. When a boal, out of bad

luck -- like it happened with one of mine -- sinks and hits that pipe. 1 didn’t want it to sink, but it sank and
hit the pipe. Ifit’s a reality - in the States it’s required Lo be installed out more; why is it going to be
installed in more? We are human beings and it should be installed as it’s done in any other country so we
are subject to less contamination. Look, when barges come in, they come in through here (indicating), and
that’s all ruined alrcady. Tt's all messed up or ruined, because whenever they go through, they lift up
everything al the boltom of the sea. These people are going to take millions. And wherever you can make
this shorter you'll save money. That's logical. So among all the millions, vou can probably install this pipe
over there (indicating) and take it out some more so that these people can fish at case and make a living,
just as any of you make a living. The only thing is that they carn a lot less and they have to go through a
little more trouble.

Look, here, when those tugboats start coming in, which we*ve already seen, they 're going to go in wherever
they want to go in, and hook up here or over there. They don’t care. They don’t care about these people.
They’ll just go in wherever they feel like it and let them deal with it. You're going to have to cstablish a
path or demand under penalty of fing, because if there are no fines they won’t doit. You have to go through
this route to comply, otherwise the quickest way is the way that they are going to choose. In the border,
also, you have to -- the people from ALS, the coal plant, they have their established routes already, so that
we can avoid and make sure that these people can continue to make a living. You mentioned that vou are
going to be mitigating. From what this lady read, we are going to mitigate. Bul what are we going to
mitigate? You don’t have anything in place. “No, once we build and we break up things, we’ll see how
we mitigate as we 2o along.” Look, put it in the book already. These people didn’t do this today. They've
done this in other countries and they know what they are going to damage. So, look, add mitigation already.
You've already done it in other countries. Don't wait until you start breaking things, demolishing things,
to then decide how vou are going to mitigate. Becausc that’s what you always say; that’s what they always
say. But I won’t be there. Foolish they are to say that, “Oh, look, T just ruined your coal but T'll just put it
over there.” | won’t be there. There’s no repair. 'This can’t be repaired. It's something that just can’t be
repaired. And these guys fish lobsters, everything, and they've been doing it their whole life. And they
risk their lives. They can take vou around the bay and then take you out to sca. You'll sce the differen:
And any of them will lend you their boat or go on a job with them to fish so you can see what it's like.
Don’t do this from an offi

From an office everything looks beautiful. The fishing arcas, like the fishing arcas that you established
there, and we’re all laughing at. Now, please go there. There’s an association there of fishermen for this.
Because I'll tell you, T won’t go out. T won’t go out to sea. T only fish there. That’s not true. They can
never fish there. [f I'm one of the ten I wouldn’t go out to sea, and the one who’s rowing doesn’t go out to
sea either. But the others, they do because they have to support their families and they have to go fishing
out to sea. So how many miles away from this -- they can’t practically fish there. For a mile they can't fish
0 you have to go further to catch fish. More gasoline, more time, more risk. To carn what? The
same thing. Because they aren’t going to find more fish. This should be better planned and with more
people [rom here, the people who really know. Because the people who build this, they leave. The
insurance, if they have it, let them risk it. If something happens here and there’s no insurance -- [ mean,
look, we have the Catafio plant that blew up and it was only one container. My parents-in-law live there.
How much did it take them to see how they were going to bring water to put out that fire? They had to
cven install pipes Lo bring it from the ocean. And supposedly there was a plan. In the event of an dent,
you know, it was going to be immediately fixed. But we’ve already seen it happen. How long did it take
them? Ilow much damage was caused to these poor people’s homes? And don’t think they fixed them up
for them. You can go and see for yourselves. Liven the Municipality didn’t do anything. Maybe windows,
but for many people they didn’t repair anything.

So imagine if this blows up. The way things are now, where everybody wants to take something from the
States, with a boat there it will blow up. And you tell me you're going to have a bunch of security, safety,
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lights, all this, but il T find the pipe four feet down... For vandalism there’s no price, that’s priceless. T put
alittle hole in it, put alittle bit of explosive in there and blow up everybody. Look, I'm 5 foot 6 inches tall,
and this is (indicating) how deep the pipe will be in certain areas, in good areas where the tide is high. See,
this is what these people have not measured. Lverything in books looks great, and you can even make it to
the moon with the book. And if vou use the internet it’s even quicker. But it’s not the reality, what we sce
in the books. Because when we start sceing the people that have been -- the things that have been omitted,
youstart thinking, “My God, how can they omil this?” Eighteen fishermen only between Salinas and Jobos
is what the book says. And that’s not the reality, it's just that they don’t have a license. I hope you think
about all these things. Go to the field. Don’t rely on everything that is written. 1used to be a teacher, and,
you know, you can’t trust cveryvthing you recad. Go to the ficld. That’s why there are millions. Go there,
measure, lake measurements. Do your studies there in the field. Because we should take from that money
all the studics that were not done. One from Malaysia, from another place. But from here, no. And so
when the failures start then the excuses will start. They are going to come up with all these excuses, “Oh,
no,” you see. You believed that they had done this study but they hadn’t. Ilow could you believe that?
And this is not only for the benefit of the Metropolitan Arca with the clectricity. This has to benefit my
son, my children, my great-grandchildren, because the same that has already happenced with the other things
that have been placed here is going to happen with this project, that once they leave, they just leave
everything there abandoned. Otherwise, go for it. Go look at these areas they have already worked on with
these supposed miraculous projects. And I’'m not opposed to this because they say it’s going to benefit
everybody, but for the people who are here, the locals, there is no benefit whatsoever. 1wish you all a good
night.

o

MS. JOHNSON: Thank you. The next is Mayra Rangel Diaz. No? Okay. Eugenio Vives, next one. Is
here? He left. Next person, Santiago Rodriguez Almodovar. Ie’s not here either. Next, Joel Melendez.

MR. MELENDEZ: This is Joel Melendez. I'm doing this personally. I don’t represent any specific
organization. But I have certain concerns about the document, specifically in mitigation areas. When we
talk about the hyvdraulic resources, in several cases it's ioned that the rec dati to prepare
mitigation documents or studics. We've scen that during these and PREPA ioned that
mitigation d will be previous -- before beginning the works. And you say that these documents
should be ready before the public discussion area ends. In Puerto Rico we have problems with mitigation.
As marine biologist, as planner, as ten years as a consultant, what is seen is that we mitigate and then we
forget where we mitigated. When you mitigate in document, you should have a part where it discusscs an
cvaluation process to analyze that the mitigation was accurate and if it gave good results. That doesn’t
oceur.

So in other words, if we establish that we mitigate sea grass, number one: That we've already done it, that
the Department of Natural Resources did it, that there were no results on many occasions and we lost the
miligated arcas and new ones were done in the marinas.  And then we didn’t do anything. So the question
is, the mitigating document, will it establish what we are we going to do if the mitigation is not successful?
When we work with planting coral reefs -- that there’s three groups right now -- after we put a new species
in the list and there’s monics to mitigate, now cverybody is an expert doing it. But the people that work
with NOAA, like Sea Venture, people who work with groups like Hee who works with Natural
Resources, there a only a fow of them. And we know that when we create a coral farm with the pi we
will have, and we plant them, if we don’t camry oul the correct protocols they die.How are we going lo
imeasure the effect of those coral reefs? Where are those farms going to be? Where are the mitigation areas
g0ing to be? Are those arcas going to be close to the hot water plumes? That coral, how are the diseases
of the zones going to be measurcd? Arc they going to be there or in another location? Arc the arcas going
1o isolated or not? When are we going lo see the miligating plans? Because I have Lo say, the document,
for those of us that work with coral reefs, the area or the analysis that was carried out and the benthic map
that was made was a very good job. Looking at it that way, I have to admit that it was a very good job.

Now, if we start off on the right foot, why are we going with the left foot? Because what is missing from
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The FERC continues to maintain oversight of projects during both construction
and operation. Through the FERC filing process, the applicant attests under oath
that all information provided is true and accurate. The proposed environmental
mitigation measures for the Project are included throughout the EIS. Provided that
the Commission adopts the recommendations as required actions in any
authorization for the Project, our conclusions as to the level of impact on the
resources are valid. Part of FERC’s permitting process requires that an applicant
address such mandatory conditions during all phases of construction and operation.
Also see the responses to comments AG02-10 through AG02-17 and CO02-42.
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this document is the mitigation plans. T would like to see them. Because although the Department of
Natural Resources establishes what they want, there’s some protocols already in effect that we know work.
Those people who are going o work with mitigation say “we need those protocols [rom the proponent,”
through bid or opening, that they are going to then present or what the protocol is going to be. And, then,
depending on the cost, the cheaper one that they are going to choose. So how is that going to work? Because
this is going to be subcontracted.  So who arc we going to subcontract? Arc we going to mcasure the
expertise? Are we going lo measure the associated cosls or are we going (o get the cheaper one? And then,
what are we going to do?

Now, in terms of saying that we are talking about the use of soil and recreational resources, very good. We
> maps. We use -- the maps are very beautiful. I've been working for ten years in geographical
information systems. I represented the firms that sell the equipment in Puerto Rico and 1 sold a lot of the
cquipment to government. But the problem we have is that we don’t use the data to make it public. We
lhave the maps, but there’s no coordinates on the maps. It's necessary for the document to have a coordinate
table in which any person -- in my casc right now, that I'm in the university, that if T want, through the
that you a 0 using, observe, o verily, or in a ship --in the -- to place
in a GPS the coordinates, run in through the zone, do a photo transect or that the community decide to
examine the area and wants to go exactly through the arca. Because if we go into a discussion, and the
persons want to scc and establish or do a transect or they want to do the same study or conduct paralh.l
, it has to be dong in the same place. Tmean, if' we go into legal terms
bottles and oranges. We are not comparing the same thing. So where is the coordinate table that sl\ows me
'where the pipe is going to be laid? If I'm a citizen and 1 want to visit the area now and do a photo transect
of the area, and later on I want to do the same thing, I don’t have it. Do you follow? So these are specific

1 that are important. That we also need to have a map where you have the area that surrounds --

buffering zone around the arca, because people don’t sce. Because if there is no buffer that states what's
the distance between 4350 meters, they don’t visualize it. They don’t know what’s happening and the eflect.
Because as the gentleman talked about, a possible explosion of the area and compared Iiroshima -- I don’t
know. I am not an expert on explosives. Butif that's one of the concerns the community has, then it should
be looked at in terms of preparing, because we have done those studies before, and to prepare with the
geograplnnl information systems. If we know the amount of fuel you have there and we know the
cxpansive wave, you can casily do a map with the rings, and cstablish up to where the wave could reach.
And that’s something that has been done, which has been done in similar jobs with Emergency
Management. And we do have the technology and we have the instruments to do so. If it’s a concern of
the community, why are we not tending to it?

In addition to that, in terms of construction, it’s been mentioned on several occasions that we have areas
'where we have to close in moments of construction. We are talking about project management. Then, 1
'would have to tend to the concern of the community, preparing maps, dates and so on, the situation of what
would be the possible zones that will be closed during the project phases, the different periods. That’s fair.
And going into my personal opinion of an organization, E i (p ic), that we are representing
today, T have to go to social mitigation. You mention that we are going to close. The fishermen in Puerto
Rico, unfortunately, we do bullying to them on a lot of topics. We accuse them of being the responsible
ones of the conditions of sea resources, that they kill everything. We accuse them that they destroy
cverything, and they are the bad guys in the movic. But in these specific times that we have to tend to these
circumstances, and we talk about having to close, the fisherman has (o pay for water. PREPA is going lo
bill for his electricity, and they are going to cut power off for that project if he doesn’t pay that month.
Aqueducts will do the same. We can take it for granted: “If you don’t pay for this month the service will
be cut off.” So if we are saying, and the document is saying that the fellow colleagues from the Department
of Natural Resources that are here, they are willing to educate people in terms of the monitoring of
hy don’t to pay thesc fishermen who arc already in the arca, instcad of paying these experts

ified just the other day? They are certified because T that they are certified with the

PMO01-16

PMO01-17

The locational coordinates for this Project, provided by Aguirre LLC, are available

on our eLibrary system.

See the response to comment AG05-21.
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certificate 1o look at mammals. And you charge [or that. Twant Lo go into thal. Bul thal’s just brand new;
I hadn’t seen that before.

But if this is a social project to include the community, why don’t you hire the fishermen in the months that
they are going to close, that they are not going to be paul’ They can do part of the moniloring and they get
paid. Because we could have alternatives such as, the months that you are going to close and they don’t
have any type of income, then PREPA don’t charge them for power or PRASA don’t charge them for water.
"That the government pay them. Because when the movie came here, Pirates of the Caribbean, in which part
of our work was affected, since couldn’t dive in the arca that was being filmed, we were paid 75 dollars
a day to cach person that works in diving for not going out to dive. Because they were using the Palomino
Key and Palominito, and there couldn’t be a ship there so that the ship wouldn’t be in the movie. So we
could have options where if the fishermen can’t go out to fish and visit its fishing areas, then “I'll pay him
for the day that he can’t fish.” That's an alternative. Would it be cost-effective for the project? That T
don’t know. But those are the alternatives that we are talking about, social mitigation, financial mitigation.
In my terms as a planner, I'm scared of the fact that I'm told, “No, but so littlc tin Let’s talk about data.
1 |Ilw Lo about data. Now, in Puerto Nuevo, manatee observers were hired for three months. They worked
/2 Because when we have a manatee in the water and we are doing a job, the person
says, “there’s a manatee.” We can’t work. So that means that if PREPA’S plan is for one year, and if the
manatee was there for five days without moving, for five days you didn’t work.

I'or the people that are there that isn’t a problem because they are getting paid for the five days, but the
fisherman didn’t go out for five days, for five days wasn’t paid. And if there are other operations it’s the
samc thing. Soit’s a very comfortable stance. “No, we arc going to work. We are going to close for a short
time. We will finish quickly.” But the truth is another. So whal are we going to do? T think that we are
beginning certain part of the documents that I don’t agree, others that I like. 1 think there’s a progress in
terms of what we’ve done in terms of the work in the field. T know part of the people who worked in the
project that went into the water. 1know that a good job was done there. But we do have to be aware that
we can't promise things that we are not going to fulfill. The mitigation documents are important. In cach
mitigation document there has to be an arca to measure the mitigation, if it was donc or not, and if you
could achieve the objectives thal you wanted. And if not, you have 1o ask yoursell what are you going to
do. 1s there money to do again what didn’t work or there’s no money to do that? We talk about certain
areas we don’t know the quality of the sediment, of course, not because we didn’t do it. So we talk about
- the fish in this arca, we did a sampling. And the other routes, did we do it? Tf T'm mcasuring
a]tumatm. A, B, C -- at least T was taught in the graduate planning school that I had to follow the same
factors and the other alternatives in order to evaluate them. Now, my question is: Was that done? T'm not
clear. So it’s something that you have to evaluate. The project is going to happen. This is a project that
the government wants. It's a project different agencies want. The Department of Natural Resources likes
it. Everybody likes it.

Now, let’s put out feet in the boat. We are already there; we're going to doit. [ mean, [ haven’t seen any
'meeting like this in Puerto Rico since -- I'm almost 40 years old. Ican’t believe it, I'm almost 40. [ haven’'t
scen a meeting where the project hasn’t occurred. So let’s be responsible. We arc talking about mitigation
do the mitigation plans. Why? Because at the end of the day, our experience has always been
s the project says - that this pipe and these installation will never been abandoned, well, they will
be abandoned. Sooner or later. All these places were abandoned. We have to be prepared, in terms of the
government, because it’s like our large reservoirs: they are there, but those walls, sooner or later, will fall.
Because they do have this infrastructure, they do have a lifespan. So what will we do when they collapse?
Tmagine Carraizo, all that dam brcak, and we have this huge flooding, different places. T'm sorry to be
sarcastic, but on occasions it hurts me that in the sense that in terms of planning -- in our country we talk a
1ot about planning, but planning is not only before the project, it’s not only during the project. It’s after the
project. That we have to look at this project long-term, 20, 30 vears later, and determine what are we going
to be doing. With an infrastructure you have to do maintenance, some pipes that you have to lay. We have

PMO01-18

PMO01-19

PMO01-20

See the response to comment AG10-04 to AG10-07.

Comment noted.

See the response to comment AG05-08. We have made recommendations
throughout the EIS regarding the preparation of mitigation plans for the
environmental resources potentially impacted in Puerto Rico.
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PM01-20 | Lo see, do we have funds for this when these pipes, al some point you have to change them, that there’s

imoney today and continue mitigating, because that’s what we do, we continue mitigating. Thank you.

MS. JOHNSON: Sciior Mclendez, vou asked about the mitigation plans that we recommended before the
end of the comment period. They are not available now because it’s not the end of the comment period.
But September 29th is their deadline for providing that mitigation plan.

Yes, but it’s not real, that’s what I'm referring to. Because on September 29th the
mitigation plans are going to be ready, and the ones that are in charge of the project on September 29 --
before Seplember 29 we are going (o have the mitigation plans in our hands? Because they have (o be ready
according -- you correct me if I'm wrong. They have to be ready before the 29th so that we can examine
them. So that means that those plans, the protocols are already done. And they are about to be done to give
them to us, right? Or not? That’s my question. Because they have to be ready before this phasc -- public
comments. IUs the 29th? Tdon't have a date. T have doubts about the date.

MS. JOHNS:! No, the mitigation plan, they can provide it September 29th, the end of the comment
period. The end of the comment period docsn’t mean that you cannot provide comments. You could still
provide comments. They will be on the FERC website. You will be able to read them, evaluate them,
comment on them if you wish.

MR. MELENDEZ: What happens if those plans are not provided on the 29th and it’s afler that?
MS. JOHNSON: We don’t move forward.
MR. MELEND! You don’t move forward. Okay, perfect.

MS. JOHNSON: We don’t go anywhere. All of the ditions that we r ded that they provide
belore the end of the comment period, we need them belore the end of the comment period o move forward.

Otherwise, we don’t go anywhere.
MR. MET.ENDE.

MS. JOHNSON: The next one is Victor Gonzalez. He's not here. And the last one here is Alex Cruz.

: Thank you very much.

MR. CRUZ: Good evening. You haven't seen a more beautiful thing that to go through Jobos Bay at seven
in the morning. Honestly, if vou haven't, it’s something -- it’s impressive going by Jobos Bay at seven in
the moming. T learned (o ski in Salinas when you could. And now today I see my children kayak through
The premicre NG in 2000, in June, T delivered it. T was a pilot on board, and it’s been like to
3s in my pocket. I'm the pilot of the Guayanilla Bay, Ponce, Tayaboa, Jobos, Las Mareas and
Yabucoa. Today, if we look at the reality of Puerto Rico, Puerto Rico pays 28 cent kilowatts. 1lawaii pays
40-something. In the weekend I was in St. Thomas and they pay it at 34. And they are doing a program to
change the clectricity to propanc gas. When we were brought the Excclerate project to bring in the natural
gas ships to Puerto Rico, specifically to Aguirre Bay, Excelerate broughl in a vanguard project in which we
were going to be trained, when the time comes. Why? Because when the time comes you have to have the
dock prepared, the type of ship, how to mancuver, to know how to dock, to know how to get to the dock.
Because it’s not just knowing how to get from north to south, southwest. Sincerely, there’s things that are
much more complex.

The equipment to bring the ship, we do have it. We do have the tugboats, the latest model. But what
happens is that today you have to combine it with the project of LcoLlectrica. In EcoLlectrica we’ve been
doing since 2000. We've never had any problem. The only problem was of the Matthew, which had no
pilot on board. We took the preventive measures; we took it much more outside so the pilot was on board.
And, honestly, we've had one of the best safety records of the nation. Today, we have within our holster
one of the best experiences to work with LNG in the hemisphere. Why? Because in the United States,
prior to us, they had the Boston plant and there was another one. Outside of Puerto Rico you had the one in
Trinidad. In order for us to begin in Guayanilla we trained in Trinidad. We came to Guayanilla, we began.

And we've had an exclusive experience that’s been a very high yicld and high sccurity. Knock on wood

PMO01-21

Comment noted.
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because tomorrow anything can happen. We have the responsibility of bringing in the natural gas ship Lo
Aguirre - it’s not in Aguirre, it’s outside -- in a safe manner, where nothing happens in the community or
the environment. Now, il we are going to look [rom oranges and oranges, numbers and numbers, what’s

happening? PREPA has not bought fuel oil, so it hasn’t brought in the vessel that comes every four days
to Aguirre, if vou look at it. Previously, ev er} four days you would have a barge coming in ll\rougl\ Jobos,
through Ratoncs, through the lower part of the channcl, because the lower part of the channel is just before
the plant. And what would happen? PREPA asks us to bring in boats. There’s been five boats with diesel
in the last months, inside the bay, through the estuary, to the plant. What's safer? To have maneuvers
outside or have maneuvers within the estuary? That when, honestly, God forbid, if an accident happens,
you really arc going to have a natural disaster in the atmosphere and cveryvthing that has to do with the
estuary in the Aguirre Bay. This project is done in a very diligent manner. The professionals in the industry
have been brought in from Pucerto Rico - not forcign -- which we can do. We've done it in Guayanilla and
in other places in the southern coast, and in other places. You can be sure that it’s done in a safe manner,
satisfactory manner, with a minimumn impact to the envi and to the ity. Than you and good

evening.

Thank you. I want to respond a bit to Sr. Ortiz and Febles. The depth of the pipeline, to
But if anyone has been following the record in the FERC docket CP13-193, recently, FERC met
with the Department of Transportation Pipeline Safety of Hazardous Materials Administration on the safety
of the pipeline, the depth of the pipeline within the bay, whether the proposed action or whether to bury the
pipeline. That was on August 22nd.Subsequent to that meeting, DOTPSHMA had additional questions for
Excelerate or Aguirre (o answer about the proposed pipeling construction method, whether Lo just lay it on
the sea floor, whether it was necessary to bury. So for the record, there is some -- there will be some
analysis made, required by Excelerate or Aguirre, by the U.S. Department of Transportation, on whether it
meets DOT safety standards and whether it doesn’t meet it. Excclerate or Aguirre will be required to mect
the depth of b , whether it’s subsea or whether it’s underground for the pipeline. That is yvet to be
determined; that is under review for now. I just wanted to clarify while we are here. It’s been in the record
that there've been some communication with DOT, FERC and Excelerate, but while we are here in the
meeting, thatis currently under review. That is the end of our speaker’s list. Is anvonc clse willing or would
like to comment tonight? Okay.

T'll go ahead and close our formal part of the meeting. Anyone wishing to keep up with the official activity
associated with Aguirre Offshore GasPort Project was use the FERC website at www.ferc.gov. Within our
website there is an e-library link where you can type in the docket number for this project: CP13-193. You
can use c-library to gain access to everything that is on the public record for this project, including all of
the public filings by Aguirre, other federal and state ies and other land or i 1 parties.
Representatives from PRIPA and Aguirre or ixcelerate Energy can stay after for a little way to answer any
additional questions that anyone might have. If you'd like immediate copics of the transcript, please see
the court reporter. On behalf of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, the 1S, Environmental
Protection Agency, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Coast Guard, the Puerto Rico Office of
Permits Management, the Puerto Rico Environmental Quality Board, the Puerto Rico Planning Board, the
Puerto Rico Department of Natural and Environmental Resources and the Puerto Rico Department of
Ilealth, I would like to thank all of you for coming here and sitting tonight. Let the record show that the
comment meeting concluded at 8:32. Any further closing by OGPe?

MR. RIVERA: We want to thank you all for having appeared here this evening. And we wanted to ask
Ruth Santiago to please stay after the hearing so that we can look at the documents, to see if we conform to
the rule and for the proper p d to be foll d for appli And we arc going -- the Permits

Office is going to hold three of these hearings, one tomorrow and another on September 15th. So we hereby
declare this meeting concluded.

(Wl pon, the p di lude at 8:34 p.m.)

Public Meetings



LE-INd

PUBLIC MEETINGS (cont’d)
PMO02 — Public Meeting in Salinas, Puerto Rico

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
PROPOSED AGUIRRE OFFSHORE GASPORT PROJECT

PUBLIC MEETING,

Wednesday, September 10, 2014, at
The Salinas Harbor, Playas Ward,

Salinas, Puerto Rico, starting at 4:17 p.m.

Public Meetings



8€-INd

PMO02 — Public Meeting in Salinas, Puerto Rico (cont’d)

IN SALINAS, PUERTO RICO
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10TH, 2014

P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S

MS. JOHNSON: Good afternoon. On behalf of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and the
Puerto Rico Permits Management Office, I would like to welcome you all this evening to the meeting.
Tet the record show that the public comment mecting for the Aguirre GasPort Project began at 4:17 p.m.,
on September 10, 2014, My name is Gertrude Johnson and I'm the environmental project manager with
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, or FERC. At the table with me tonight is Andrya Torres
Pérez, who is a chemical engineer at FERC, in the Division of Pipelines Certificates. Danny Laffoon, at
the end of the table, is also an cnvironmental project manager with FERC as wel The US.
Environmental Agency, the U.S. Army Corps ol Engingers, the U.S. Coast Guard, the Office of General
Permits, Puerto Rico Environmental Quality Board, Puerto Rico Planning Board, the Department of
Namral and Environmental Resources, and the Department of Health cooperated in the preparation of The
L 1 Impact S for this project. [ would like to thank them for their continued

with the Envi cntal Impact St Jared Brandell, Elizabeth Dolezal, and Steve
Holden arc at the back room, at the sign-up table. They arc with NRG LI.C, and a third party contractor
for FERC in assisting us for the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement.  This public
comment meeting is a joint meeting between I'ERC and the OGPe, which is represented by L'elix Rivera
Torres and Loyda Rosas Negron.

MS. ROSAS: Good afternoon to all. My name is Loyda Rosas Negron. Present with me is Attorney
x Rivera Torres. Today’s public hearing is held jointly with FERC. We will proceed to read the
Notice of Public Hearing, published in a paper of general circulati “The OGPe notifies the
following Notice of Public Ilearing, according to Article 4-B3 of Law 416 of September 22, 2004 as
amended, also known as National Environmental Policy / ust as with Law 161 of December 1, 2009
as amended, also known as Law (o Reform the Permit Process of Puerto Rico, in conformity with Rule
123 for the Evaluati and Pr ing of Envi 1 D of the Envir ental Protection
Agency, EP. “OGPe invites the public, neighbors and representatives of all government agencies to
attend the public hearings and p.‘mlclpa!c for the purposes of submitting their comments and information
to be considered by the i pared for the construction of a maritime terminal
delivering liquefied natural gas to the south of the Agum‘e Power Plant Complex, in the municipality of
Salinas. The Project intends Lo generate cleaner and cheaper energy in Aguirre.

“The first public hearing petitioned by OGPe was held yesterday, September 9, at the Lion’s Club, Los
Veteranos Avenue in Guayama. Today, September 10, 2014 is held at the Salinas’ Ilarbor, Playas Ward
in Salinas. The case is Docket Number 2014-287-982-REA-22-461. “The purpose of this hearing is an
investigative one, and it intends to gather useful information in the Lnvi 1 Impact Stats

prepared for the Project. This i tal doc will be eval d in light of but without limiting
itsclf to the following rules from (unintelligible) Chapter 4, Rule 112; Chapter 6, Rule 115; Chapter 11,
Rule 123; just as any other disposition from (unintelligible) or any other applicable law. “Neighbors,
owners of any property within the territorial limits of the Project, government agencies, and the public at
large are wel 1to attend and ici in these hearings. “It is mandatory that the proponent, owner
of the property or his/her authorized representative, attend the public hearings. Otherwise, his‘her
complaint will be filed into docket. It is advised that the proponents may come assisted by their legal
representatives but are not obliged to do so. This includes corporations and associations.  “The official
examiner of these hearings may not suspend them once announced, unless it is petitioned in writing,
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explaining the reasons to juslily the suspension or rescheduling. This petition must be put in writing and
sent five days in advance to the date of the hearing and be accompanied by a manager’s check for the
amount of $50 (o the name of the Secretary of the Treasury Department. “The petition for the suspension
or postponement of the hearing must be solicited before the OGPe. The petitioner will give copies to the
other interested parties in the processes within the mandatory five days. If the suspension is not prompted
by lack of compliance to any legal requirement, the applicant will have to pay for the costs which entail
that suspension and publish the new nolice in the press.  “An electronic copy of that document is
available and open to read in OGPe’s and PREPA’s websites. Those interested may obtain a photocopy
at the municipalities of Salinas and Guayama, and at the Permits Regulations Office. “Signed in San
Juan, Puerto Rico, on August 8, 2014.”

MS. JOIINSON: Thank you. So, on August 7, 2014 we mailed out about 350 CD copies of the draft
EIS, in English and Spanish, and almost 200 copics of the hard-copy of the draft EIS, in English and
Spanish as well, to all of those individuals in our environmental mailing list, government agencies, local
librarics, and newspapers.  If you did not receive a copy of the draft Envi 1 Impact S o
then, you are not on our mailing list. Please, provide us with your address, if you would like a copy of the
final Envi 1 Impact S at the table at the back of the room. This is a project being
proposed by Aguirre Offshore GasPort LLC, in cooperation with the Puerto Rico Power Authority, or
PREPA. Aguirre LLC filed this application under Scction 3 of the Natural Gas Act, to develop, construct
and operate an offshore platform, an offshore liquefied natural gas import terminal or offshore gas port,
and a subsea pipeline of about 4.1 miles or 6.6 kilometers in length, connecting the offshore terminal to
PREPA's Aguirre Power Generation Complex, in Salinas, Puerto Rico.

The purpose of this meeting is (o get your comments on this draft EIS. We are in the middle of a 45 days
comment period in the draft EIS. The comment period ends on September 29, 2014, All that
we receive within the comment period will be addressed in the final EIS. That is to say we have to end
the comment period on a specific date. That’s not to say that if you provide us with comments after
September 29 that we won't consider your comments. We consider all comments that are provided to us
and address them, whether they arc in the EIS or thereafter. We have a speak gn-up sheet at the
back of the room, and I'll call individuals to speak one at a time. Afler those speakers have had the
opportunity to comment, I will ask anyone else who would like to speak. We take your comuments very
seriously. We give equal weight to your comments, whether they are spoken here tonight, whether you
mail your comments and/or submit them clectronically through our FERC website, as we revisc the draft
EIS. Specific instructions on how to file written or cle: i are ined in the first couple
of pages of the draft EIS. If you have any questions about that, you can ask me or anyone clse here
representing FERC, after the meeting. I'll be glad to help, or anyone else, as best as we can. The more
specific the comments we receive from you the better we can address them in the final LIS. General
comments such as “I don’t like the Project™ are not as helpful as specific comments.  Our job over the
next couple of months is to rev in the final EIS, ba
comments that we receive. If you received the draft EIS, you'll automatically receive the final EIS. You
don’t need to sign up again on another mailing list. Once we finish the final EIS and mail it out, we will
forward that onto five presidentially appointed issi at FERC.  The commissioners will
consider our environmental analysis, along with non-environmental issues, such as engineering, markets
and rates, in order to determine whether or not to authorize the Project. Thus, the EIS is only one in the
process. Itis not the decision making document. Tike I said, this is your chance to make your comments
on the draft today. If you have any questions about the envir 1 process, 1 can answer those.
If you have very specific questions regarding the Project facilities by PREPA or Excelerate or Aguirre,
they are here tonight and can answer your questions as well, during the meeting or after the meeting.
You'll notice that this meeting is being transcribed by a court reporting service to make sure that all of the
information that we receive tonight is on the public record. To ensure that comments are addressed in the
final EIS, please, come to the podium to my lefi, which is your right, speak into the microphon, and state
and spell your name; that way, your comments will be accurate for the record.

our environmental anal

ed on the types of
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MS. ROSAS: Prior to the presentation thal will be made by the assigned [unctionary we will give the
opportunity to those who wish to make a ¢ prior to the p i They can do so. If someone
has to leave before the end of the meeling, they can leave acknowled, of their Also,
there’s going to be a period after the presentation to receive your comments, once you receive that
information. Is there any individual who wishes to comment at this point or introduce himself/herself at
this point? (Whercupon, the mayor of the  municipality of Salinas stands up.)

MS. ROSAS: Please, come forward. (The mayor gives some documents to the Panel.)

MS. BONILLA: Good aftemoon to all. I'm Karilyn Bonilla Coldon, mayor of the municipality of Salinas,
addressing the members of the Lnergy Regulatory Commission in regards to the Aguirre Offshore
GasPort Project. Before we start our presentation, we would like fo welcome to our municipality the
members of the Commission and thosc officials accompanying it. Likewisce, we welcome the officials
from the Permits Regulation Office. To all the citizens of Salinas here today, we teful for your
interest in the Project and for your commitment to the progress of our town. We invite you to share your
thoughts on the matter, in a firm but respectful manner. I would like to clarify that our comments are
dirceted to the members of the FERC. These comments have to do with the adequacy and the
environmental impact of the Project. This project, known [or its intended conversion to natural gas at
Aguirre, will be a gas facility located four miles away from Aguirre. Tts key objecti to comply with
the new federal regulation of reducing contamination issued by energy producing plants. In addition, it
intends to diversify the sources of producing energy, help to alleviate the cost of that energy, and work
toward a greater integration of the source of r ble energy in the i diate future. These objectives
arc important for Pucrto Rico and for the town of Salinas, who wants to achicve these goals and improve
the quality of life for our cilizens. In the past few months, our municipality has participated in what we
have denominated the “Technical Panel™ of the Project. As part of this panel, members of the
Environmental Commission, officials from the Electric Power Authority, and a representative from the
Governor's Office have actively participated.

At the table, technical information about the Project has been discussed. Just as well, it has been

¥ 1 the envir

I hly di 1 impact that this project may generate. Many have joined these
discussions: fishermen, government officials, particularly those from the Department of Natural

R and the E: | Quality Board. Morcover, the Technical Pancl gave information to the
residents of the area through carrying out various community meetings in the Aguirre, Mareas, Coqui, and
IPlaya sectors. The task carried out by the Technical Panel has certainly resulted in that the residents of
Salinas have better knowledge regarding the importance of the Project and its impact to the environment
land Salinas’ cconomic development.  This is the first time in the history of Salinas, and possibly Puerto
Rico, that this type of exchange has transpired in the initial stages of a project of this scope. As
representative of Salinas® residents, T thank the cffort of all the participants, cspecially the officials from
the Electric Power Authority and the members of the Environmental Dialogue Commitiee. The cutting
edge of the economic development of this project of the municipality of Salinas is tourism. A key
clement of our tourism is to have direct access to the sea line and the existence of the keys near the coast.
It is important to point out that Salinas® coast linc docsn’t have an adcequate beach for people to swim.
are in these key ted by hundreds of tourists e week, so they can enjoy cryslal clear
waters with pleasant temperatus

The evaluation of a project such as this ong is an excellent opportunity to study the current-day conditions
of our tourist areas, their potential, and the way they have o be developed. We respectfully request to
the members of the Commission that they expand their study in terms of noise impact and the present day
tourist activity and that they take into consideration that the public policy of our administration includes
making the most of tourism in our keys. These studies should also take into consideration that
reereational navigation passes by the proposed platform and that Cayo Barca, the closest to said platform,
is visited by hundreds of tourists. Tt is our position that the 1 h studies to be done must consider

Cayo Barca as a zone susceplible to noise. We further request a study of the impact of noise on the

PMO02-01

PMO02-02

Section 4.8.5 of the EIS provides a discussion of tourism and visual impacts, and
references the most current tourism economic indicators from the U.S. Census
Bureau. We have revised the text to provide a more detailed analysis of the
potential impacts of the offshore terminal on tourism, including the issues raised
by the Mayor of Salinas.

We have recommended environmental conditions for Commission consideration to
address mitigation measures for seagrass, coral, entrainment, lighting, and
construction noise. In addition, the EIS has been revised where appropriate to
further develop our analysis of the impacts.
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PM02-02| fishing aclivity, which almost always starls al early moming hours, when the sun hasn’t risen. This
(cont'd) |impact evaluation on the fishing acti is critical to the margin of the exclusion area, the nearest point to
the platform, which is where the fishermen are abl to anchor their boats. A deeper analysis of this
project’s impact on the maritime life, coral reefs and seaweeds should be made, as well as a study that
establish the levels of any contaminating emissions and other effects that are scientific and technical in
naturc.

PM02-03| We consider that is of the utmost importance to insist that the Aguirre Generating Plant, built during the
“70s, lms had a negative soaml and cconomic impact on our municipality. We request that the
the s ic impact of the terminal, being an addition to other cumulative
negalive impacts suffered for four decades. Certainly, this project is an opportunity to make justice for
Salinas and begin to mitigate the negative impact that the Aguirre Generating Plant has had on us. We
hope that with this proposed project of natural gas renovation well make possible for Aguirre to have
oreater lifetime and be able to operate at least 35 years more.  We respectfully request this Commission
to consider the aforementioned cumulative impacts for Salinas and recommend mitigation measures that
would guarantee the quality of life of our residents. T am fident that the r ientific
ity and the b of the Envirg 1 Dialogue Committee who participate in the
Commission will cover more effectively than 1 such aspects. In the same way, 1 trust our expert
fishermen who know the zone like the palm of their hands will participate in the process and express
before you their doubts and concerns regarding the Projec in, we appreciate the courtesy vou have
had in allowing us to have the first turn and the opportunity to express ourselves before you in regards of
such important project for Salinas and Puerto Rico. Ilave a good afternoon.

MS. ROSAS: Anyone
can begin with the

¢ who wishes o make a prior to the p ion? If not, then, we
ntation.

: Good afiemoon. My name is Tvelisse Sanchez. T work at the Office for the Planning
and anromm.nml Protection of the Electric Energy Authority. I will proceed to read the presentation we
have prepared. Th a presentation on the offshore liquefied terminal for the Aguirre Offshore GasPort.
The legal basis was already read as part of the presentation that FERC did. So, we can proceed. FERC
already stated what the cooperating agencies in the process were. Our presentation will show to you our
agenda, and we’ll consider the history, the purpose and need, and the description of the Project. It will
also include an analysis of various a s, the p ial envir | impacts and mitigation
measures. Regarding the Project’s background, on December 21, 2011, it was petitioned to FERC the
possibility to implement the pre-application process. On January 1, 2012, FERC approved that pre-
application. On February 28, 2012, FERC notificd the intention of preparing an environmental impact

For that, it reqt d and had some ings with several agencies and the general
public. On April 17, 2013, the application is presented to FERC to build and operate a terminal of the
GasPort, under Article 3 of the Federal Natural Gas Act.  The purpose of the Project is Lo provide storage
capacity and a constant delivery of natural gas and its conversion in Aguirre, so that they have the
capacity of using two types of fuels. In the case of the combined cycle, it would be dicsel and natural gas.
In the case of the thermoglectric, it would be Bunker-C' and natural gas, although we foresce the
maximization of natural gas.

The capacity for storage is of some 150 thousand cubic meters, and the pumping capacity is of some 500
million standard cubic feet per day.  This projee ceessary in order to comply with the requirements of
the new mercury and toxic air standards, known as MATS, promulgated by the EPA, hence its
importance. Tt will also contribule in stabilizing the prices and in the diversification of energy sources,
because it reduces the use of fuel, according to PREPA’s strategic plan. The Project also provides other
benefits, such as the reduction of barge traffic for fuel in the Jobos Bay, which in turn reduces the
potential for spills and possible encounters with endangered species.  Now we will give you a brief
description of the Project. The Project proposes the construction and operation of an offshore port of a
liquefied natural gas import terminal and a submarine pipeline. This includes a docking platform, which

PM02-03

See the response to comment AG09-03.
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will be located three miles from the southern coast of Puerto Rico, and an undersea pipeline, which will
go from that platform to Aguirre. This pipeline will have a diameter of 18 inches, with a covering of
cement of an additional 3 inches, for a total diameter of 24 inches and a length of 4.1 miles.  This is an
image of the Project’s platform. (Ms. Sanchez asks for the pointer and approaches the screen.)

hY Z: Llere, on the screen, you can see an image of two ships, once the port is built. This ship
would be the one closer to the coast, the FSRU: a floating unit for storage and regasification. This ship
will be there in an almost permanent fashion. The other ship, which would be closer to the south, is a
barge for natural gas, which would bring the cargo every time necessary. Now we’ll go into the
alternatives analysis, so you can know what the criteria and the alternatives evaluated were. One of the
criteria is that the Project would be technically and economically feasible and practical. Also, it should
present a ifi envi 1 ad , as well as the compliance with the Project’s proposed
objectives, as we mentioned before.  Specifically, it provides the opportunity to comply with the new
MATS regulations. One of the alternatives evaluated was the alternative of no action, meaning not
executing any project. Under this alternative, none of the facilitics proposed will be built. There would
be no additional environmental impact, and we would not comply with the objectives of the Project.
This new source of supplying natural gas would not exist. Aguirre will continue burning fuel from oil
and it will not comply with the new objectives of diversifying the sources of energy. Thus, the

pheri inati issi would not be reduced, which means Aguirre’s noncompliance with
MATS new regulations.

This will prolong the community’s exposure to emissions coming from diesel and Bunker-C, and will
require a weekly continuing supply of fuel through barges inside the bay, which presents the possibility of
fuel leaks.  Another of the alternatives evaluated was using other systems, in order to bring gas (o the
power plant, for example: building a new facility of regasification, with the capacity to store liquefied
natural gas in EcoEléctrica, and building a new pipeline to connect the facility of EcoEléctrica from
Guayanilla to the Aguirre Power Plant. ‘This means adding some additional 30 acres of impacted areas.
This alternative would make it difficult to avoid affecting nearby communities. Installing a land pipeline
would generate an additional industrial develog , and the impact would be of a larger scale than with
the proposed project. In fact, there were two previous proposals for pipeline projects. One was the
Southern Gas Line, in 2008, and the Via Verde, in 2009. Neither was done. Another of the alternatives
was the installation, construction and operation of two land terminals: one for the storage and
regasification on land, or two terminals next to the docks that arc in the boundarics of the coast.  The
current situation of Las Marcas Bay was considered, where two industrial installations are located:
Chevron Phillips, a chemical installation, and AES Puerto Rico, which generates power by burning coal.
On the screen, we see the images of the premises of the afc i d industrial installations.
(Indicating in the screen) The green area shows the facilities of Chevron Phillips, and the purple area
shows the facilities of the AES Power Plant. This alternative would entail building a pipeline coming
from those installations, (indicating in the screen) the one in orange, up to the Aguirre Power Plant,
(indicating in the screen) the one within the yellow line.

The facilitics considered in Las Marcas Bay would be located six miles to the cast of the Aguirre Power
Plant. This is an industrial zone with enough land to develop, but il requires the construction of storage
tanks, the bay must be widencd, and they would have to build a new terminal on land or in the adjoining
coaslal area. This requires digging, in order o build a new channel with a minimum of 45 feet and a
pipeline that long, up to the Aguirre Power Plant. This will entail a greater impact than the one of the
proposed project.  Another of the alternatives considered was the construction of a terminal within the
Aguirre Power Plant. This requires building storage tanks and gasification cquipment. In order to build
it, some 31 acres or “cuerdas” are needed. These 31 “cuerdas™ do not exist right next to the power plant.
L'or this reason, intricate mancuvering is necessary to access deep waters, and it requires dragging and
building a new pier. All these will be closer to the ity. The land installation of that pier does not
provide any significant environmental advantage, as is the case of Aguirre.  Another alternative was
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building an offshore terminal, for which four altenative arcas were evaluated, with different routes from
the terminal to Aguirre. The four areas had the required depth. The length of the pipeline and the
distance from the ities would vary, depending on the location of those arcas that were evaluated.
Different i hni were eval d: direct construction versus opening of trenches and
channels for the pipelines.

All the pipelines that avoid Boca del Infierno would have similar or greater environmental impact. In
these images you can see the locations of the different areas evaluated for the terminals, which are the
oranges squares (indicating in the screen), marked as One, Two, Three, and Four, as well as the different
routes for the pipeline.  Also, in this illustration you can see alternate routes for the pipeline that were
evaluated by request of some of the regulating i (Indicating in the screen) In this table we do a
summary of the findings of the different criteria we evaluated in Locations One, Two, Three, and I'our,
meaning the arcas cvaluated for the platform, where the length of the pipeline is discussed. It varies
according to the location, the depth in feet, the maritime resources that could be affected, the distance
from the communitics, and the conditions of the scafloor. From all this analysis, the area for the offshore
terminal was selected. (Indicating in the screen) It's here, in the green square. From that location to the
platform, we evaluate different routes for the pipeline, trying to minimize as much as possible the impact
on ecological resources of the bay. The selected alternative is the one seen in this image (indicating in
the sereen), which is the proposed project. Its platform is three miles from the southern coast of Puerto
Rico, and the undersea pipeline of 4.1 miles in the Caribbean Sea, which goes from the platform to the
north through Boca del Infierno and Jobos Bay, until reaching Aguirre Power Plant. This is a summary
of what would be the impact on the area of the Project, and it’s itemized in the different components and
different stages. Some of the impact during the construction will be temporary and other impacts will be
permanent, which is where the facilities will be located.

The proposed construction, so far, we foresee that it would take some 12 months, 9 months for the
marifime infrastructure, 8 months for the installations going over that infrastructure, and 4 months to
install the undersea pipeline. Now we'll go the description of the environmental impact and the
mitigation mecasures proposed. The alternatives for the selection of the location of the offshore terminal
and the route of the pipeline are the criteria that were evaluated to minimize or to avoid any impact. It
was also considered that the route was reasonably shorter from the terminal to Aguirre. We tried to avoid
mangrove arcas and sensitive arcas, avoid crossing the existing navigational channel, avoid crossing the
existing PREPA’s discharge pipcline, and we tried that the Project stay within the grounds of PREPA, to
avoid impact on private property. In addition to that, it was considered the appropriate construction
methods. We propose and select the method of putting on the pipeline, pushing and pulling. There are
three areas of construction, which leaves a lesser print during the construction phase. This method is that
the pipeline will float over the reef area, and later it would go down by its own weight to install it in its
place. This will have less impact than digging trenches, which can create ve turbidity. It will also
have less impact than any direct excavation, which would allow leaks of sludge and fragments within the
bay. Now, these are the resources that could be impacted.

We will begin with the geological resources. The geological resources, it has been determined that will
have a minimum impact. The risks that could affect during the operation could be a seismic movement,
liquefaction cpisodes, wind, the cffects of the waves, and tsunamis. The mitigations arc considered
within the design. When the final designs are done, we'll consider these risks and incorporate measures,
so that the project has the capacity to withstand some of these risks. FERC will be provided, during the
detailed engineering phase, with an update of the analysis of the waves and high seas, details of the
offshore terminal platforms and the design specifications of the columns, used together with the
acquisition of equipment and the qualily control procedures that will be used for the design and
construction. ‘The final design will be analyzed and approved by FERC, and there will be inspectors to
observe the construction and file the inspection reports.  Another resource that could have an impact is
soils and sediments. The impact during the construction phase --it would be possible that when the soils
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are impacted, there could be re-suspension of sediments that could oceur from the seafloor. This is a very

thin sludge that could travel hundreds of yards. A sediment transport model will be created to determine

il there is such impact. Once the model for sediment transportation is done, which we expect Lo confirm

that there’s no impact, it will be presented to FERC. So, they will have that information, and from there,

if any mitigation is required, then it will be designed to attend to that situation. The hydrology resources

or watcr resources -- during the construction phasc as we already saw, there could be a displacement of
i and possible r¢ pension. We already discussed how that impact will be attended.

The hydrostatic test will be done throughout the whole plpulln: and some 250 thousand gallons of
seawater will be used, and also a screen will be used. Tis will be determined in consultation with the
National Fish and Wildlife Service, in order to prevent any accidental taking of organisms. Also, there’s
going to be a discharge pipeline with a six foot diffuser underncath the surface, in order to avoid altering
the scafloor and create more re-suspension of sediments. The water will not come in contact with
chemical substances during this process. Another possible impact to hydrology resources are spills and
leaks, such as fucl and lubricants in the platform arcas and the FSRU, during the construction process.
The contractors and the port op i 1 are obli 1 to comply with the laws and regulations,
and a prevention plan to control spills dunng the operation and before the construction will be presented.
lo deremune the eccloguﬂl and wildlife resources, thorough benthonic studies were done, based on

ization, prep ion of maps of reefs in risk of being extinct, and additional alternative
studies for routes. Rugnrdmg the flora resources it has been determined that 30 percent of the seafloor is
covered by seaweeds and 20 percent by microalgae. In order to mitigate any posilhle impact to this
resource, mitigation and surveillance plan for these ds will be developed in d with the
Corps of Engineers and other agencies.

LFERC required a draft with the comments of the agencies before concluding the period for the comments
of the draft EIS. Regarding the wildlife, the construction of the pipeline and the offshore terminal can
have some impact in the habitats of the sea fauna. We saw that it could impact seaweed and microalgae,
but it could also impact coral reefs and habitats of bland sca-life. Possible short-term impact on habitats
for manate ca-turtles, reef fish, sharks, corals and invertcbrates may occur. We call them “short-term™
because it would be what’s related (o the construction phase. But there’s also a possible impact by
hydrostatic tests, which we already saw what the mitigation measures would be.  Also, there are some
possible direct impacts on the colonies of coral habitat within the footprint of the pipeline. A mitigation
plan is being developed in consultation with the National Fish and Wildlife Service, the Department of
Natural Resources of Puerto Rico, and according to the requirements of the Corps of Engincers.  The
relocation of these colonies is suggested and is also considered that there could be other indirect impacts,

caused by the shadow created on the area under the offshore terminal. This could degrade the seaweed
and microalgae area that feed other species. Regarding this, there's also the process of consultation with
the related agencies to determine the adequate mitigation measures.

In terms of the possible noise impact on wildlife, an acoustic impact model will be done before the public
comment phase ends. It will include a study of the acoustic impact on birds during their rest and nesting
period. Possible mitigating measures for this may be to put in the columns in the sca-bed during the day,
since this area is [our miles [rom the nearest population and no acouslic impact is expected on those
ncarby coastal communitics.  Another possible impact on wildlifc may be on the illumination. Tt's
considered that there’s going Lo be some temporary impact during the construction period, and during the
operation of the I'SRU and the platform there’s a possible permanent impact due to the safety lights,
navigation lights, warning lights. It’s proposed a lighting plan prior to construction, so that the possible
impact is minimized. Regarding the impact on threatened specics and specics at risk of being extinet,
there’s 23 species in the list. From these, len are proposed species (o have possible impacl. And
according to the studies, there’s nine species on which there would be no effect, because the distance
from their primary habitat and the area of the Project is sufficiently large. There’s a possible non-adverse
impact on 14 species, depending on their behavioral characteristics. You have to evaluate their habitat
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requirements, the construction procedures and operations, and the proposed mitigation measures. Later it
was determined that there could be a possible adverse impact on the species.

The impact during construction would be over the antillcan manatee and nine types of coral reefs, which
will be included in threatened species or those in danger of extinclion. To mitigate the dangers of these
species, we'll have trained mammal observers, placed on all of those vesscls that participate during the
construction. There’ll be an exclusion zone of 0.3 miles around the column areas. There will be no entry
to void those mammals from coming in. But, in case they do come in, the observers will alert those
dealing with the construction, so they stop the activity that causes the noise, until that mammal leaves that
arca. In terms of impact in the coral arcas, during the operational phase we might observe a loss of
larvag, because they might be dragged by the intake of sea water both by the FSRU and the barges. It will
basically have moderate impact. In terms of mitigation to this potential 1mp1cl We are now in the process
of making consultations with rcgulatory ics to develop adeq Those
mitigation measures will be prepared prior to initiating constructions. Those that have been requested by
FERC prior to concluding the comment period will be completed by then.  In terms of the use of the
recreational resources and soil, during the construction phase the use of soil will be altered. There will be
a temporary increase of traffic barges during construction, which might affect recreational navigation and
fishing. tigation will be carried out in the construction by stages, in order to avoid absolute
interruption of activitics within the arca.

During the operational phase, visual resources on the platform will be impacted, and there will be impact
to navigation, fishing and other activities on the areas close to the maritime facility. (Indicating in the
s\.ru.n) In this graph we arc able to sce part of what’s been registered from rescarch studics on
¢ were reported and observed.
(Indicating in the screen) On the right one, you see the assigned areas which have been identified, through
consultation with fishermen, as fishing areas. In order to avoid and compensate thal impact, we're
studwng mmgauon means for ﬁshmg activities. I'ERC requested not to initiate construction until

ad for , given by the Planning Board. In terms of the potential social
and cconomic impact, there would be minor impact, and it will be localized and temporary. Through
consultation with commercial fishermen in Salinas and Guayama, it was established that in parts of the
area of the Project there is an existing artisanal fishing occurring. Around 140 jobs will be created during
the construction phase, which will last around 12 months. In terms of cultural resources, in the land
portion of the Project, which are the pipeline in the arca and the conversion of these units, the area has
been previously impacted, and it’s been under industrial operation for more than 40 years and belongs to
aric Conservation State Office said it was unnecessary to do archeological studics in
the industrial area. In terms of the maritime portion, the endorsement from the Puerto Rican Cultural
Institute and from the State Office of 1listorical Preservation was obtained.

PREPA. The Hi

In terms of air quality, the impact during the construction phase will be caused by emissions from the
construction equipment, which is only temporary in nature. There will be no deviation to air quality
standards. The impact during operations mll be caused lr) the use of eqlupmem in the FSRU and the
terminal platform. Tt will prompt a red of emis: This will be attained by
incorporating restrictions to the operations and the use of technology of reduction of emissions in the
FSRU. in order to avoid contaminating cmissions, as cstablishced in the construction permit in the Aguirre
complex. The Project will reduce emissions from the Aguirre Plant of around 800 tons of nitrogen oxide
and around 5816 tons of sulfur dioxide per year. This will comply with the objectives of the Project and
with MATS, will improve the quality of air both locally and regionally, and will attain a reduction of up
to 30 pereent of particular matter.  In terms of noisc during the construction phasc, it's acknowledged that
the limits of night noise issued by the Environmental Quality Board will be exceeded in two sensible
areas. 'Ihe mitigation plan for this is to restrict the number of work hours, implement a noise reduction
plan in the pipeline construction site, and adjust measures in case of exceeding noise levels.
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Delermining impact to ¢nvironmental and submarine noises --during the operation phase, noise will be
below the current levels of environmental noise for cach one of these sensible areas. In terms of that
condition, there will be a noise study no later than 60 days afler inilialing operations, to corroborale that
the levels of noise are at or below those critical levels for those areas that are sensible. In terms of the
pipeline section at the Central, the equipment acquired will have specifications for the generation of very
low noisc levels. Tn terms of sceurity, the terminal is designed with sufficient levels of protection. The
potential impact on public safety will be mitigated by blishing an ad; path to be able to deal with
vessel traffic, according to the U.S. Coast Guard d on the freq v and type of vessel
traffic. We'll also reduce significant risk to public safety based on the engineering design analysis, a
Ietter from the U.S. Coast Guard, dati and regulatory requi s.  After analyzing the
information obtained, it is concluded that the ion and operation of this project will generate
limited adverse environmental impact, mainly during the construction phase. Environmental impact will
be reduced to less than significant levels, if the proposed mitigation measures are applied. For this, and
to be able to advance forward with the Project, we need to obtain all authorizations prior to initiating
construction. We need to implement construction, restoration, and mitigation plans. FERC will complete
the compliance process under Scction 7 of the ESA and undc.r S«.olmn 10(: of the National Historical
Conservation Act. In addition, we ntt/d to impl an ion program, which will

liance with all the miti; required by ERC as condmons for the permit that
it issues. Finally, the Project is an acceptable course of action from an environmental perspective.

\1b JOLNSON: Thank you. Like I said, this is your chance to make your comments on the draft
E Impact S I you have questi aboul the i 1 review process during
your comments, we can answer those. If you have specific questions about the facilities proposed by
Aguirre or Excelerate or PREPA, you can ask them here, tonight, and they can answer those, now or after
the meeting.  As I said before, the mecting is being transcribed by a court reporter. Tf you would like to
make comments, please, come o the podium, state and spell your name, and slale any agency or

that you're ing, so your comment will be accurate for the record. We have one more
person signed-up to speak. After she has spoken, if anyone else wishes to speak, they can feel free to
come to the podium and present their comments. The person that we have signed-up to speak is Maria
Garcia,

MS. GARCIA: Good afiernoon. My name is Maria Elena Garcia. I'm here on behalf of Reef Check
Program. 1 have certain comments that have been drafted by Reef Check’s work team.  Am I limited in
terms of time, or can I read the document in full? (The Pancl nods.)

MS. GARCIA: 1 would like to start with geological resources. It’s been suggested to Aguirre LLC by
the proponent agency to give updated details about the analysis of the maritime waves; the structure of the
terminal, the design, and the construction of the columns sunk in the submarine floor; the scismic
specilications along with the acquisition of equipment; quality control procedures; and an appointed
inspector, recruited by Aguirre LLC, who could observe the construction of the Project and submit an

inspection report.  The ity has suggested that an independent insy r, not employed by
Aguirre, inspect and prepare a report separate from that of the Company. In terms of water resources,
soil and sedimentation there’s no studies that blish the t of the sedi ion during the

course of the construction phasc. We nced a model and data available to the general public, so the
qumumue% and ur{,am/all()m such as Reel Check can do a monitoring plan and an impact evaluation

di ‘The prop: agency suggests that Aguirre LLC do the shaping of transport
before the end of the public cammems period about DIA’s, thus supporting its determination that the new
deposi' of sediments altcred during the construction phase would be limited to a radius of 100 feet, or
30 meters, of the columns’ bases in the anchoring platform in the high seas, within 10 feet, or 3 meters,
from the centerline of the plpclme Based on the information that Would be pmwded by Aguirre, we will
also assess the impact of ¢ iated with the of sedi: ion from the ocean
floor, as presented in the final DIA. It should also be noted that no studies of sediments were carried out

PMO02-04

The FERC staff are reviewing the design criteria and site-specific information for
seismic, wind, and wave hazards and have requested additional information from
Aguirre LLC. This information must be provided to the FERC for review and
approval prior to construction of the Project. In addition, see the responses to
comments AG05-06 and AG07-01.
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for other options or polential alternate routes. This should have been part of analysis ol possible
alternatives. In terms of the sedimentation, it is important to measure the sedimentation in coral reefs and
sca grass 1o see how this could be mitigated. Lacking monitoring for sedimentation and an analysis for
transporting sedi ion could bring negative effects that are way beyond the construction area, not
solely where the construction is being proposed. Another issue is that the plan for control and prevention
of spills should be public and subjected to comments. In addition, it should be subjected to periodic

luations by an independent insp r, which would guarantee that the same is being carried oul.  We
have extensive comments in terms of flora. Can we? (lhe Panel nods.)

MS. GARCIA: Tn general, what we arc concerned is that all mitigation plans would be provided in dates
before the comment period ends. What we would like is that those mitigation plans, all mitigation plans,
be given on a closer date, so we are able to comment about those mitigation plans.

MS. JOHNSON: May I?

MS. GARCIA: Please.

MS. JOHNSON: As [ said yesterday, the end of the comment period is --we have to set a date for the end
of the comment period and for the mitigation plans we said to be submitted to us by the end of the
comment period.  Of course, those plans will be public, so everyone can view them and review them and
make comments on them.

MS. GARCIA: Publically?

A JOHNSON: Yes. Your comments don’t have to be --we don’t exclude any comments that are
submitted after September 29th. Once they file their plans, you have time to review them. I'cel free to
comment on them, even if it’s after September 29th.

MS. GARCIA: Okay. So, in terms of those mitigation plans, we would also like to add, not to be
redundant, that you include within the mitigation plans the specific coordinates where such mitigation
will be carried out: if it’s going to be in the proposed construction arca, or if it will be done somewhere
clse. If'we don’t have the exact coordinates, Reel’ Check cannol do an annual monitoring in regards Lo
how this mitigation plan is being carried out. [ will give you an example that everyone here knows
about. When there is a construction plan, a mitigation plan is done in terms of the amount of trees
removed from one place and planted somewhere else. But there is not a monitoring plan to check on
those newly planted trees because no one knows where they were placed. So, the majority of those trees
dic duc to the lack of maintenance.  So, a truc mitigation plan is nceded, one that the public can really
evaluate. We would like to specifically know where they are planning to do such miligation and what
type of mitigation should be, depending on the area that would be affected. We also have an additional
comment on what was being talked about regarding having certified mammal observers. There's the
possibility of training pcople from the community to do that, so they could become maritime mammal
observers. That can be another source of income for those fishermen and members of the community
who, maybe, would have to stop working during construction. Pcople from the community can do the
moniloring and be trained by the Department of Natural Resources. Neither have we observed that there
is a study done in terms of what the thermal effects of the floating warchousing and regasification is going
to have, and how that intake could affect the coral reef. Aguirre is also already dropping hot water, and
now vou add the hot water from the floating unit. DIA docs not provide any studics or projections of the
effect of these warm waler currents and their impact.

In terms of the use of soils and recreational resources, they must provide coordinates so you can assess
the impact of this bufler zone, which is 457 meters surrounding the facilitics. There is no map in the
document showing the buffer zone, so it could be evaluated by the public at large. No coordinates have
been shown in terms of those alternatives, which would allowed the Committee to carry out similar
studies or visits to the proposed zones, or to the zones proposed as alternatives therein. Reef Check
needs these coordinates’ tables in order to visit the sites and evaluate them prior to construction and

PMO02-05
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The draft Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan includes mitigation for impacts on
coral as well as relocating corals impacted by the pipeline and offshore terminal.
This Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan will assist in identifying impacts on the
corals as well as mitigation measures. In addition, we have recommended in
section 4.5.3.3 that, prior to construction, Aguirre LLC should coordinate with
appropriate agencies to develop a detailed MMO training and response protocol
plan for the construction and operation phases of the Project. The plan should
provide appropriate measures to avoid and minimize potential vessel strikes of
manatees and sea turtles, and should incorporate the FWS's manatee conservation
measure for in-water work, where applicable.

As stated in section 4.11.8 of the final EIS, for emergencies that may impact the
public, the USCG regulations contain requirements for notification, coordination,
and cooperation with local officials, hospitals, fire departments, police
departments, and other emergency response organizations. To address these types
of impacts, this section of the final EIS also contains a recommendation that would
require Aguirre LLC to develop an ERP in coordination with the USCG and local
responders.
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subsequent (o it, so it can assess that mitigation plan, as I stated before. Sorry for the redundancy.
Regarding the social mitigation plan, the closure of the areas for construction, arcas used by fishermen,
what would happen with these fishermen? Would they be allowed to continue working? They could be
trained in order to work as manatee observers, as [ already mentioned. Or is it planned to pay them for

PM02-07| the days that they are not allowed to go fishing? In terms of environmental justice, we believe that part

of the issuc regarding environmental justice is the nced to have an cvacuation action plan duc to
explosion. There is concern about a potential explosion of the floating barge and it should be addressed,
s0 we can discard any erroneous information. ‘The community is entitled to know the potential risks, in
case there is an explosion. The proponent should present models and maps illustrating what would
happen in a situation like this. That would be all. Thank you for your time.

MS. JOIINSON: Thank you. The next speaker is Juan Carlos Puig.

MR. PUIG: Good afternoon. My name is Juan Carlos Puig. I'm a resident of the Aguirre community. T
have some concerns, and one of them is similar to what was stated by the previous speaker: what
emergency or evacuation plan does the company have for us? What would happen to us in case there is
an accident or explosion, in case we have to cvacuate the arca? In an emergency fashion, T mean. 1
believe that it would be great to have that.  The other question and concern is --if it was done, and I think
so. I'm not very clear on it, whether the current operation at Aguirre --if it has some cmanations of gascs
and other things that would cause damages in our community. How does the operation thal we have
today compare with the one proposed? In the construction process, would there be contamination from
both sources, meaning the one that’s already built and in operation versus the one that’s going to be built?
The other concern is --well, although it docsn’t have to do dircetly with this topic, and T don’t know if this
would be the time, but we wonder il this process can be implemented --for this gasilication project, what
plan does PREPA have to mitigate or to correct those problems, and how do they plan to face the possible
fines or penalties for damaging the environment that EQB and EPA plan to impose? Thank you.

Forgive me if 1 don’t answer every question tonight. Of course, the questions and
presented here will be --some or most require additional analysis. We will address all of
the questions and concerns in the final EIS, although there is not a comment period before the final EIS.
Like I said, we don’t exclude any or any of the d that’s 1 to us when a line of
questioning and concern requires an additional analysis. That will be present in the final EIS, to address
your concemns in a public document. The next speak clor Alvarado Guzman.

MR. ALVARADO: Good afternoon. My name is Victor Alvarado Guzmén. I am a resident of Salinas
since T was three months old. T've lived practically all my lifc here in Salinas.  Currently, T work as
environmental advisor of Maria de Lourdes Santi. and I am a icipal legisl here in Salinas, as
well. Today 1 come as rep ive of the Lco-development Initiative of the Jobos Bay, known as
IDEBAJO. I am the director of the Security and Safety Commission of the Initiative and I would like to
make some preliminary comments about the LIS draft on the natural gas offshore terminal for
regasification and maritime gas pipeline proposed for Aguirre, in Salinas. First, I would like to state that
the IDEBATO Organization is a profit org; ion since 2010, and it’s comprised of an alliance of
citizens and communily organizations concerned with social equality and with their environmental
heritage and their culture. Their radius of concern is the communities located in the central and southern
cast arecas of Puerto Rico and their hydraulics resources, the transformation of these excluded
communitics of the center, south cast of Pucrto Rico, by means of defending these communitics and their
environmental resources, and the development of those resources in that area.  Our intention is to have a
coalition of the communitics in the south and castern parts of Puerto Rico, so they can develop
productively and in solidarity, be sustainable, and be socially and culturally inclusive.

The values that we promote arc the environmental sustainability, cooperation, honcsty, solidarity,
empowerment, justice and equalily, democracy, commitment, trust, generosily, freedom, and charity.
Along with the Envi 1 Dialogue C: which is a Grass Roots movement instituted 18 years
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As discussed in section 4.2.3.2, we commissioned a study to predict the suspended
sediment concentrations and subsequent transport and deposition resulting from
hand-jetting/suction activities during the burial of the pipeline. Based on the
results of these studies, we determined that impacts on ESA species would be
limited to the construction workspace as described in sections 4.5 and 4.6. Also
presented in section 4.3.1.3, Aguirre LLC would implement mitigation measures in
the NPDES construction stormwater discharge permit SWPPP developed for the
Project to avoid or minimize water quality impacts on shore and in the bay. Also
see the responses to comments AG02-01, AG06-11, AG02-29, and AG08-12 in
regards to thermal discharge.

To address safety and evacuation plans, section 4.11.8 of the final EIS contains a
recommendation for Aguirre LLC to develop an ERP in coordination with the
USCG and local responders.

The discussion in section 4.10.1 provides all of the operating emissions from the
Project (even those not applicable for certain federal and state air quality
permitting requirements), including the non-FERC-jurisdictional Aguirre Plant,
and describes the applicability of these emissions in the context of the federal and
state regulatory requirements. Notwithstanding, the air quality impacts of the
Project demonstrated by air dispersion modeling were not required under PSD
regulations. However, to assess the impacts, we required Aguirre LLC to perform
an OCD model of the impacts from the offshore stationary sources as well as the
non-stationary sources even though federal and state regulations do not consider
the non-stationary sources. In addition, we required Aguirre LLC to model the
Project and the Aguirre Plant and disclose the air quality impacts; these are
presented in section 4.12.2.2. The model results showed no adverse impacts. Note
on commentor’s suggestion that VOC and ozone be modeled: There are no
stationary source modeling requirements or protocol for VOC and ozone
modeling. Lastly, in the absence of EPA-defined significance criteria for ozone,
these modeling results for the ozone precursor, NO,, were presented in the EIS,
demonstrating no new violations and no increases in the severity or frequency of
violations of the NAAQS, which EPA established to protect human health and
public welfare for criteria pollutants, including ozone.
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ago and i’s an intervening party in this process with FERC and it’s part of this organization, we have
participated for over a year together with representatives from PREPA, which should be here today, with
representatives from Fortaleza, and sometimes with representatives of Salinas, to discuss the technical
issues, amendments and possible mitigation of the proposed offshore terminal of natural gas and
regasification, known as the Aguirre Offshore GasPort or natural gas terminal in Aguirre. In fact, in that
Dialogue Table, in which we've been for over a yvear, IDEBAJO and Environmental Dialogue have
already proposed some amendments to the Project, and it’s a work that we are still continuing. T mean,
it's not something that ended. We still continue the dialogue. ‘There are some of these changes that we
are proposing that, obviously, we knew beforchand that were not going to be in the EIS, but we haven’t
scen them in the presentation. So, we expect that, at some point, some of those changes arc included. On
the other hand, T want o recognize that since yeslerday there has been an open process that FERC has
conducted in the cvaluation of this process and the access to information, which has allowed obtaining the
required d to be eval 1 by the ¢ it Equally, we recognize the efforts that PREPA,
representatives from l'ortaleza and the Department of Natural Resources have performed, in order to
provide their required and requested availability to meet with the communitics and organizations.

Unfortunately, there are agencies, such as the Permits Office, Environmental Equality Board, and the
[Planning Board, that have not had the same willingness to i with the organizati and
communitics. Since last year we have requested information in writing and the information that these
lagencies could have on the natural gas project in Aguirre, and they didn’t have the courtesy to answer our
icati Though they have information on the Project, we never received copies. It was
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requested, in the same manner, that the company Excelerate deliver document that were required.
Recently, the executive director of PREPA said that the project in Aguirre, the offshore terminal, does not
have any environmental impact and that everything is okay with the Project. At the Dialogue Table, it
was cstablished from the beginning that this project will indeed have an impact on the cnvironmental
resources, the sea life, and, most importantly, on the fisherman and the coastal communily in the arca.
The declaration of envi 1 impact izes these impacts, and those that cannot be avoided
have to be mitigated. In fact, FERC drafted over 60 recommendations, which shows the great impact
that the Project has on the resources of the arca. Obviously, onc of the sectors that will be most affected
lis the arca of the fishermen. The fishermen, I think, are going to be impacted the most, as well as the
closc-by coastal communitics.  On onc hand, during the construction phasc of the pipeline and the port,
the daily work of the fishermen will be affected, be il because of the restrictions imposed in passing
through the bay or because they will be unable to fish in specific areas. On the other hand, the platform
or permanent port where the natural gas will be received, the fixed point storing and re-gasifying it, will
bc on top of the coral arca, where there is the habitat for sca lifc and is a fishing arca.  The Project also
has significant impact on the dragging of larva and fish eggs, loss or alleration of habilats, copper bio-
illumination, thermal discharges and others.

The Study 316 of Aguirre states that fish eggs are being dr ed by the equipment used by Aguirre,
because they come from the keys areas where the project will be located. Also, there are serious
limitations in terms of the studies of larva because there was just one day of sampling. Obviously, one
day of sampling is not enough to establish a study of this coral larva. Regarding the bio-illumination
with copper, yes, we say that it is good the change from the initial use of chloride to the use of copper.
[But it is also truc that this can affect sca life, and according to PREPA this impact will increase under the

cargo ship at the port.  Besides the effects on the bio-accommodation Lo the species, last year, a group of

scientists from the Unive: of Lethbridge, in Canada, determined that the fish cannot detect the danger
lin the waters contaminated with copper. Their study states that the fish cannot smell the danger emissions
that other fish have sent within the area that’s been contaminated with cooper. For this reason, we
propose monitoring and studying the species that live underneath the barge at the port, so that the levels
of copper, arsenic, among others, can be measured periodically. TIf there’s an incrcase in any of these
levels, immediate remedial actions must be taken.  The undersea gas pipeline will also affect coral reefs,

areas of sea grass, and the flow of different species within the bay.
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Sections 4.7.5 and 4.8.3 address that the number of fishers in the area are estimates
and may vary based upon who is providing the count of total fishers. The draft
Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan includes mitigation for impacts on coral as well
as relocating corals impacted by the pipeline and offshore terminal. This Benthic
Resources Mitigation Plan will assist in identifying impacts on the corals as well
as mitigation measures. In addition, We have recommended in section 4.5.3.3 that,
prior to construction, Aguirre LLC should coordinate with appropriate agencies to
develop a detailed MMO training and response protocol plan for construction and
operation phases of the Project. Finally, we have recommended that Aguirre LLC
prepare a Construction Access Plan to minimize impacts on tourism in the Project
area.

The draft Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan includes mitigation for impacts on
coral as well as relocating corals impacted by the pipeline and offshore terminal.
This Benthic Resources Mitigation Plan will assist in identifying impacts on the
corals as well as potential mitigation measures. In addition, we have
recommended in section 4.5.3.3 that, prior to construction, Aguirre LLC should
coordinate with appropriate agencies to develop a detailed MMO training and
response protocol plan for construction and operation phases of the Project. The
plan should provide appropriate measures to avoid and minimize potential vessel
strikes of manatees and sea turtles and incorporate the FWS's manatee
conservation measure for in-water work, where applicable.

In regards to employment, see the response to comment CO02-51.

Public Meetings



0S-INd

PMO02 -

Public Meeting in Salinas, Puerto Rico (cont’d)

PM02-11
(eomi‘d)

PM02-12

The issue of the conch, which was much discussed at the Dialogue Table --and the fisherman that were
there may recall that, at the beginning, it was said that the conch could climb over the pipeline. The
fishermen, with their sense of humor, said that they're going to be acrobatic conch, because they knew the
conch cannot climb over the pipeline. Now the LIS says that they can go under it, under the pipeline. So,
these would be underground conch.  We believe that there must be a clear and serious solution to this
problem, in terms of what the EIS states and if the cffcets would be less and short-termed.  The
[accumulation of internal and external factors of the Project could have permanent effects, and if they are
not attended they could be greater. In fact, in the Public Notice from the Planning Board on the
requested certification of federal compatibility, Number 1259, the Planning Board states, and I quote,
“The operation of the maritime installations will have a permanent impact on some 25.3 acres, 21
‘cuerdas’ of undersea area.” Further down il insists, and, again, I quote, “The wnsuut.llon aclivities in
the high sca associated to the Project and its oanuc)nﬂl phasc will have direet, i
[permanent impacts on the sea resources in the area.”  This issue has been dlscussed broadly in the
[Dialogue Table, and it has been proposed to have a mitigation process with the fishermen during the
construction process. IDEBAJO has proposed various mitigation projects that can be established, in order
to benefit fishermen and their familics. Obviously, this will also benefit the communitics.

In addition, from the EIS statement itself, we can see other instances that offer windows of opportunities
for the fishermen and the residents of the nearby communitics.  Just like the past speaker said, the
Imammal observers that are necessary on the barges during the construction activities could be young
Ipeople or residents of the nearby coastal communities. They could be trained and certified by law, just
like the EIS requests Also, transportation to the port of the Project can be in the fishermen’s boats. This
lis part of a miti; that could be blished. In fact, we were just talking with some of the
fishermen and some of their ships comply with the requirements established by the EIS. So, I believe
there should not be any type of problem. Since the fishermen arc going to be the most affected, they
should be given the opportunity to be hired for this job of transporting those working in the platform.
The issue of the fishermen is important because it is established that the construction of the Aguirre
Offslwre Port does not entail a s1gmﬁunnt creation of jobs or any relevant impact that can ameliorate the

diti in the icipalitics of Salinas and Guayama. Therefore, it is important to
protéct ccotourism, fishermen jobs, and the resources which have been developed in the arca throughout
the vears.  Just so you have an idea of Salinas® precarious situation, our municipality is alternating
between the first and second place in all Puerto Rico in unemployment.  Sometimes we are [irst in
unemployment, sometimes second. From 2000 to 2010, several neighborhoods were built here in Salinas.
However, the population was reduced. All these neighborhoods were built, but the population was
reduced, according to the census of 2010, This is becausce of the lack of opportunity employment.  Duc
lo the absence of the Govemment's sirategic plan as we face this precarious economic situation in our
country, we have to promote solutions where there’s active particiy from the itics in the
lgeneration of sources of employment and income in their own realities.

This project, besides not having a significant creation of jobs or any mayor impact on the socio-economic
conditions in Salinas --it is not clear what amount of jobs it will create.  On Section 2.4, titled
“Construction and Labor Force Program,” it says, and I quote, “Aguirre LLC anticipates that it will need
some 350 workers during the construction phase of 12 months, and at least 10 percent of those will be
In parentheses it says, “See Section 4.8.3 First, it must be said that Scction 4.8.3.2
in the draft of the EIS. We don’t know if that was a typo. Most importantly, this
information of 350 workers needed during construction period is contradictory with the information
offered in the Application for Consultation of Location. Item 23 of the Application clearly states that the
jobs generated during the construction phase are 140. I think that 1 also saw that number in the
presentation of »\m:vme\ Séanchez. That discrepancy has to be clarified. Nonetheless, the EIS is clear on
the poor participation in the socio ic reality, just with the construction and opcration of the
Project. Section 4.8.5 slates, and T quole, “The construction and operation of the Project would have less
impact on the existing socio-economic conditions in the area of the Project. There may be some potential

PM02-12

The number of jobs (350) to be created by the Project (as shown in section 4.8.1.2)
is the same number that was provided by Aguirre LLC in the Data Response dated
June 25, 2013.
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impact on the population in terms of those coming to the area to work on the Project.  “However, this
will be localized and temporary, and will be limited to nonlocal workers and their families. It is not
foreseen that the construction and operation of the Project would have an impact on rent: the workers will
live on the barges, and it is expected that, once the construction in the area of the Project is finished, the
population levels will be consistent to the prior levels, since the number of workers needed to operate in
the installations will require only a minimum amount of local employ: In addition, onc of the
contracts between Excelerate and PREPA stales that if workers need to have U.S. cilizenship that would
incur in additional costs, which leads us to belief that foreign workers would be brought in and paid under
other agreements, it may even be less money. If this project is going to be good for Puerto Rico and for
Salinas --it was cstablished in the Dialoguc Table, that this project must be good for Pucrto Rico and
Salinas. It can't be good for Puerto Rico bul unfavorable for Salinas, because Salinas is tired of paying
for the contamination, uncmployment and all the bad projects established in the arca.  So, we need to
come up with a different strategy for improving the situation of our people. Just like I said, we have paid
the price for unemployment, contamination, and empty promises.

The ic develop of the ¢ itics should come from the communities themselves. The
Dialogue Table made the commitment to create a way in which all of us, communities, organization, the
Authority and the Government can contribufe in that process. 1 have to make specific comments on some
of the aspects presented by the EIS.  For example, a topic of concern is the manatees. In this draft of the
EIS, Section 4.6.1.1, it says, and T quote, “The Jobos Bay has been documented as the second place with
the second largest population of manatees, in the Antilles and Puerto Rico.” You have to review that
quote, because we have always been told that this is the area where you have the most manatees.  Then,
‘Tetra Tech, which is the v sub-cc d by Excelerate, says, and | quote, “1t was observed three
antillean manatees on sea grass near the Boca del Infierno channel during the sea mammals study, made
by Aguirre LILC, in May 2012. Tt was obscrved onc antillcan manatec in high sca by the Boca del
Infierno channel, during the channel mappi
information, the impression is that we don’t have a lot of manatees, that “in two days we saw four
‘manatees.”  Other contradictory information is that in the same section it says, and I open the quote:
“The Fish and Wild Services cstimates that the population of antillcan manatecs in Pucrto Rico is made
up of 42 individuals.” However, the director of the Conservation Center of Manatees in Puerto Rico,
Antonio Mignucci, statcd that in the cost of Pucrto Rico, and T quote, “There arc about 500 to 700
manatees.”  This came out recently in a newspaper article titled “The Manatee Continues Being
‘Threatened.” In the case of the keys, a very important point I have to clarify is in terms of security,
because this has been talked about in the Project, and it's one of the things that in the Dialogue Table it
has been talked about so often, in terms of the sceurity of the Project.

This issue is the presence of people in the nearby keys. Section 4.11.7.1, pages 4-194 and 4-195,
mentions the risk zones, and it states, and I quote, “A small portion of the barge keys uninhabited will be
inside Zone-2 at the north of the offshore terminal of GNI.. Zone-3 will encompass uninhabited zones in
Cayo de Barca, Cayo Puerca, and parts of Punta Colchones to the north, and Cayo Caribe to the north-
west. There would be no inhabited zones in Zones 1, 2 and 3. Even if it’s true that no one lives in the
said keys, that’s why it states “uninhabited,” it doesn’t mean that there is no people on them. It has also
been said before that these keys are the greatest tourist attraction Salinas has. Many people go there,
especially during weeckends, and, from there, they visit the different restaurants in the zone. In addition,
these people are taken by the fishermen to the keys during the morning and are picked up in the afternoon.
It is important that the security pre Is take into consideration that in the case there’s a spill or any
other accident people will be in these ke ome of them without transportation. It must be clearly
established what would be done in a case like this. We ask ourselves: who is going to be responsible for
any possible damages? In conclusion, when we were fighting the Southern Pipeline, one of the
alternati resented as beneficial for the Project was that the natural gas be taken dircetly to the
power plants. y, that’s whal we are looking at today, and that’s what PREPA is proposing to do

now. Of course, it doesn’t mean that this is at any cost.

ol Aguirre LLC, in November 2013.”  With this brief

PMO02-13 We reviewed the information provided on the Antillean manatee. Additional
information is provided in the final EIS. In addition, see the responses to
comments AG10-04 to AG10-07.

PMO02-14 The final EIS presents additional information on potential impacts on fisherman
from the proposed Project. In addition, see the responses to comments CO1-16
regarding to the safety zone, AG05-05 regarding the Construction Access Plan,
and AG02-05 regarding post-construction monitoring of impacts.
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Though it is necessary changing Aguirre (o natural gas, it is also important that this would be a transitory
process, aiming at using renewable energy sources, established in responsible places and not in
agricultural areas. The problem is that it has not been established where we will move afler the transitory
phase. Often it is spoken publicly that this is a natural gas project, but we still have the same problem we
had with the Southern Gas Pipeline and the ill called Via Verde. That is, it was spoken that these would
be transitional projects. But they wouldn’t have a plan and no clear projections as to where Puerto Rico
will be as a people, within the next 30, 40 years. We believe thal the Project may be the beginning of a
different kind of PREPA, a different route for Salinas, and the construction of a new Puerto Rico. But we
cannot do this project merely to comply with federal rules. The approval or disapproval by the fishermen
and coastal communitics of this Project is in the hands of PREPA and the Government. Do the necessary
changes so the Project can be good for Puerto Rico and good for Salinas. Thank you.

MR. RIVERA: Good afternoon. Thank you for the comments.  We have heard yesterday and today
about the concerns that there hasn’t been enough accessibility to documents from OGPe. Last night, we
had the opportunity to sustain a dialogue with Aftorney Ruth Santiago, who showed us the lctters
submitted by the Agency. The letiers are from 2013, and the case was presented on August 7, 2014, So,
the Agency didn’t have any type of documentation to that date. But Counsel told us that a person went to
our offices requesting a copy of the record. Just like I said, we will verify today when this person went
and who received him, because the record has been available since the public hearing was notified. Now,
the comments received in the Agency --we have comments received [rom August 12 and August 20.
Maybe, when the person went and asked, there were no there. We di: sed this situation with
the executive director, and he sent us a copy of the CD Agency’s records to give them to Attorney Ruth
Santiago, as part of our intentions to guarantee accessibility. We are going to talk to her later and give
her now a copy of the CD with the documents that we have in the Agency, because the idea of this public
hecaring was --the OGP itsclt asked her fo come here today, and, then, along with FERC, have the
hearing. We want to make a determination based on the from all parties. Counsel, I'm sorry
to bring you in. I want to give you a copy of the CD. Here are the documents in the Agency, just like we
discussed last night, so you can have them with you. (Whereupon, Mr. Rivera gives a CD to M.
Santiago.)

MR. JOIINSON: The next speaker is Angel Febles.

MR. FEBLES: For those who don’t know me, I'm Angel Febles. T was at the meeting vesterday, in
Guayama, with the folks that are here. Part of what [ heard --and sorry for being late. I thought it was at
5:00 and it’s at 4:00. I was doing some tasks. The same concern that you're having, including the last
thing that 1 heard, is exactly what we have been letting them know, both from persons who are going to
work for safety and security in the islands. They are doing this project, again, at our expense. If you are
Number 2 in unemployment, Guayama is Number 1. So, we are ba: ghting cach other, between
Guayama and Salinas. There’s a lot of unemployment, and the Project doesn’t bring any employment for
anyone. Yesterday --and I don’t know if it had happened before, but we have 1.5 jobs. I don’t know if
vou take the 0.5 or if you want to split that in the middle. I asked them to take a boat and go see the keys,
becausc this was done using the internet, without visiting the ficld and with two or three studics donc.
Imagine. If you're telling me that there’s no people in the keys, well, go take a vessel during full moon or
20 on a holiday Monday or on a weekend, and sce how many people arc there. They're packed. Tmagine
how much so that they close down the beach. Al Barco, which is the smallest ong, the boats are all
around because they don't fit inside. On a Monday, if an accident happens, not many people would die:
50, 40. If an accident happens on a weekend or during full moon, then, we’re talking about 1000, 2000
people. There are not 2 or 3 individuals there, not taking into account that there arc a lot of fishermen
there during those hours. Thaven’t been able to count them during those time frames, but there are people
there, a lot of people. Let’s assume that there’s no one there, then, a lot of animals will be affected:

dolphins and wl other species that it’s in extinction.  Another thing that happencd was

that the owner of the trailers --and he has a good record because there’s no reason to lie about it.
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Section 4.8.5 discusses concerns over tourism and references the most current
economic indicators related to tourism from the U.S. Census Bureau. This
analysis discusses tourism and visual impacts. Additional text was added to the
final EIS which discusses in further detail the potential impacts of the offshore
terminal on tourism, and it addresses concerns that were raised by the Mayor of
Salinas.

In addition, we are recommending that an emergency response plan be filed prior
to commencing operations.

Regarding the concern over anchor strikes to the pipeline, Aguirre LLC has
revised its construction method to bury its pipeline or cover it with concrete mats,
thus minimizing the risk of anchor strikes.

See the response to comment CO02-51 regarding employment levels related to
construction and operation of the Project.
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He gave us a choice: Which was better? An accident when all the oil ships are coming in, or a high scas
accident? Neither of the two is good, although there’s always going to be an accident. If not, go ask folks
in Texas. Over there, supposedly there has never been accident on those power plants, and one broke
down. Llow much did that cost the United States? Millions or billions, which we don’t have in case it
happens here.  Up to this point, it hasn't been clarified who will be responsible in case something
happens. Who would be liable? The Government of Puerto Rico? We arc bankrupt, imagine.  Aside
from that, il it happens in high seas --I brought a photograph. It could happen where you have the barge.
The water would flow in completely through Boca de Infierno. Totally. You can see the photographs.
We took them from a satellite. You can sce the water movements.  In fact, they said I had to ask
permission to someonc here to show you that on screen.

I don’t know who, but just to be sure. Guayama, just like you, is attempting to raise this area up for
tourism, so that there is more employment. In fact, our major has something called “Guayama: Live the

1 What 1 ?  Guayama needs people to come in, because they are killing us.
There is no enchantment. We arc trying to raisc this arca up. Not a long while ago, we had to bring
people to see that there are indeed beaches, that there’s a sea and that we can offer some other things.
Salinas has a greater level of attractions. We need to acknowledge that. Look at this hotel. Salinas has
some additional tools to attract to have better living conditions for its people. We don’t. If you get into
that boat you were offered or in a car, you can sce the poverty that exists, which is greater than that here.
T amived late, and T wasn’l even going Lo come, because our consensus is that this is all set up. T protest,
the other one protests, whoever. It’s going to happen and it’s going to go forward in the cheapest way for
that company that’s coming. Why? Because, if there’s 250 million, and it’s a fact of life that if I can only
spend 50 million and keep the other 200 --all companies do that, and in Puerto Rico the same thing will
happen. From those 200 million I kept, I split 25 million around, and I'm not just talking from the hip, the
Project will be granted. T call out for our bay, Pucrto de Jobos. May we show the first slide? This is
what we're talking about (indicating in the screen). It was downloaded from Google. This is what we
want to know. Aside from the photographs they have in their records, we don’t even appear. ‘They only
show it to you up to here (indicating in the screen). I said, “Let me show these people what we are talking
about.” Next slide, please. This is our town, Jobos (indicating in the screen). This is Aguirre Central.
You can see how large Aguirre is (indicating in the screen). See? This is what we're talking about.
Took at thosc tanks here. Tf something blows up, vou could imagine this will not ¢xist anymore. Like T
said yesterday, there was only one that blew up in Catafio. How much damage was caused? The people
were never able to collect damages to their homes, because no one knew from whom to collect. They all
split, left, and it's this one or him or the other one, and no one collected anything.

Next slide. According to what they indicate, the only local area for boats in Guayama is the Guayama
Tishing Club, and there should be around 200 vessels there. (Indicating in the slide) But look, here is
another storage location for boats, one of those that they have there. Our area, in contrast to yours, has
around five public boat rams. Here there are not as many, hence we attract more people to take their boat
to the pier than in Salinas, which means that aside from the boats that are there and that are paying to
anchor there, we have hundreds of additional boats that come to those five public boat rams.  But not
only that, during the weekends, we have a bunch of jet skis there, sometimes 50 or 60 or 70 running
around the water, and, if you haven't counted, we have. And they have created a problem. Next slide.
(Indicating in the screen) Here we have another storage location. There was only one they mentioned in
the study, in that Google picce that they showed, and these are the same photos that they downloaded,
right? So, they didn’t study beyond the immediate area, and I didn’t make this up. 1 downloaded this
today. That’s why I came in late. (Indicating in the screen) See the water, how it ripples there? Next
slide. Notice how there’s another storage location. This one was built this week. Next slide, please.
This is called Eco Mar. That was a proposal from a lady from the neighborhood. Her name is Mildred,
able to have this done through a federal proposal, when the Popular Democratic Party was in
hen the New Progressive Party came into power, Lhis lady rented kayaks here. These fishermen

boats supposedly never existed, and this is just in this area, those fishermen boats. No one saw them.

PMO02-16 The Offshore GasPort will have an emergency response plan prepared that
addresses a number of the concerns raised. Additional information on the items to
be included in the response plan is provided in section 4.11 of the final EIS.

PM02-17 Aguirre LLC has committed to hiring local people for many of its construction
activities. In addition, there will be positions added at the Aguirre Plant to support
operation of the facility, and the staff at the Aguirre Plant will be re-trained to
support the new fuel source.
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There are only three or four fishermen boats in Guayama, they said.  Now, the issu is if they are licensed
or not, but they earn a living. They don’t get the license, but they still fish. 1know one of them that has
been fishing for over 30 years and is slill an amaleur [isherman because he doesn’t have a license.  So,
this lady invented this, would rent kayaks and give a tour around this area. She takes the people up to
Pucrto de Jobos and talks about mangroves, red mangroves, and manatees, when they see manatees, and
you can scc manatces roaming. Somctim cight, or ten. People say that they saw onl
or four? (Indicating in the screen) This lady had this until the change of government. Then, when the
New Progressive Party won, they confiscated it. They said it was illegal, and it took four, three years
before they returned it. They even painted themn and used them and changed their colors. They returned
them in lousy conditions. This business is gonc and docsn’t exist. This is uscd by Yankecs, vou know. Tt
no longer exists as a business.  Why do things such as this happen? Because people come without proper
studics, from other municip: and say, “That lady is making moncy.” That lady helped reduced
[poverty in this arca and would use the money to donate it to schools, to somebody who got surgery, lo
older people, and we continue in poverty, and we're stepping backwards. llere, no one from the
Government said, “Hey, Ms. Mildred had a great idea. Let’s advance her idea.” Now Guayama is the
cnchanted city?

Next slide: another two reseeding arcas which did not end up in the report. (Indicating in the screen)
This one, if I'm not mistaken, is the one at the Fishing Club, that one there. There are no vessels. Oh, it's
the Fishing Club; it’s the Nautical Marine. You can see cars, people, which reflect ofien in our economy.
If I put a pipeline, people are not going to be able to go there. And what’s going to happen with this?
That’s it. If this people who are here (indicating in the slide) have to deal with a pipeline whenever they
come either drunk or not drunk or however, because in this type of business a lot of people drink, they are
o0ing to start dealing with new issues: if you jump to a place where is not allowed to go through, you'll
i . $500 tickets. People arc going to be turned-off and they Il probably come to Salinas to ¢
icating in the screen) and iU's going (o be so burdensome o go over a
pipeline and there are all these restrictions, I might as well come to Salinas and enjoy all these little keys
and islands, without having to go through all that pipeline, or around it. Then, my little corner becomes
cven poorer. It's been basically because of the sucking of smoke from the carbon plant, for years, and the
one from PREPA, aside from Phillips and all other inventions, such as this one that they made up. Next
slide. (Indicating in the screen) If you notice here, the water changges: it’s different, right? T.ook at all the
people here that would need work. They are not working. We are so huge that we have schools next to
that and, having the natural resources, we don’t teach them to fish. I'm sure that if they hire fishermen to
teach people here how to use small fishing vessels, they will enjoy that and we'll increase the number of
fishermen. But it scems that it’s not good to teach them how to become fishermen, becausc it’s better to
import [ish instead of fishing it ourselves. Right? Next slide. (Indicating in the screen)

This is Boca del Infierno, if I'm not mistaken, and if T am, let me know. This here is a little entrance arca.
There's a whole bunch of little islands on the side.  All these are packed on weekends: men, women,
children, Japanese, Americans, foreigners. They hear others talk about Jobos and Salinas and they want
to check it out, because throughout the whole year we have weather conditions that allow them to travel
through there. In December, is when it gets cold, but an American come here and says, “It is warm in
here.” We are attempting to bring people to come over. We make a music festival and we try to bring in
Nuyoricans. I'm onc of those that post it on the web. This is the Guayama Plaza. There's always an
orchestra playing here, and they’ll come down. However, when that pipeline crosses through here, all
these people are just going to go somewhere else. They are not going to be willing to deal with that
pipeline or the fines that come along with it. No one can assure us that when the pipeline is built, there’s
not something in addition to that pipeline, like “you can't touch the pipeline” or “you've got to be a
thousand meters away from it." And if the police see you going next to if, you're going to have a
problem. You know? Now we have the municipal officers.  (Indicating in the slide) These arcas here,
these dark blue and light blue arcas are the fishing area where most of our fishermen friends go. Those in
Salinas have to go through there, and we go through here (indicating in the screen). It's the only closer

PM02-18

PMO02-19

Additional information on the Project area has been included in section 4.8 to
address the recreational and commercial uses of the area. In addition, additional

information on tourism is included.

Additional information on the Project area has been included in section 4.8 to
address the recreational and commercial uses of the area. Additional information

on tourism is included.
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{conl'd)

PM02-2

exit point, so we can spend less in fuel, 2 s closer 1o home. Bul, they are going o place a plant here.
When those people go that area here —-in fact, it’s going to be visible from the highway. Imagine. We
don’t even know what’s coming afierward. So, we’ll have a plant that throws out smoke, whalever, hot
water. Let’s talk about how we know there’s going to be an escape point. 1 think they would know,
because once I was on the docks in Rangel and one of those alarms blew. I said, “Jesus Christ, what's
going on?” Half an hour later, it stopped blowing. When T asked what was that all about, he said, “Oh,
that’s the coal plant. Maybe there was some internal emergency.” Bul neither Rangel nor anyone 1
would ask knows what's going to happen if an emergency goes on. And they have been here for how
long, with the same promises of jobs for our people? If there's two people working there that’s alot. If
they place, for example, a barge here and something happens, this is gone, and whatever it spills, i
going 1o spread there. Somebody told me yesterday that there is an easier way of knowing if there’s some
sort of spill, and that’s by sccing all the dead fish floating and, then, the people lamenting. That happencd
in the lakes a while back. They saw the fish floating, and then they knew. Maybe if they placed a pump
to oxygenate the water, the fish would have been saved.

Next slide, ple: (Indicaling in the screen) Took at the: currents in Boca del Infieno. Tt's
obvious that whatever blows up there, the currents will bring them all in to us, even if the accident is here
or there. Regardless of the good faith that's behind this, there is always an accident sooner or later.
There's always an accident.  If the record shows there has been none so far, that’s like playing on luck.
Just like the saying: “The more you drive, the more you expose yourself to an accident.” And il there’s
an accident, who’s going to be liable? “No, it’s the people in the barge.” “No, it’s so and so,” and we are
caught in the middle. Next is the Aguirre Plant. (Indicating in the slide) Aguirre is actually further than
the plant or barge that’s going to be placed here, which will be more visible to all. Next slide, please.
This is our arca. (Indicating in the slide) We are down here. There are no people here. It's like they said
to Pucrto Ricans in New York: “They’re still using pamper: Why? Whocver carried out this study
wasn't interested to measure what's there; he was only interested from the pipe downward. They have
another exit point for that area; we do not. (Indicating in the screen) When I go to the dock area, this
gentleman is coming in from the sea at 6:00 a.m. Ile uses no engine, because if he does he will get dizzy,
he says. He basically docs it by rowing, in order to sustain his family and his mother. He reaches all the
way down to Salinas, rowing. He leaves at 5:00 p.m., to throw the nets. Sometime he doesn’t fish
anything. But it docsn’t matter; those people go. Well, those people let them take carc of themscl '
they can't go through because of the pipelines, they'll have to find somewhere else.  Next slide. L
animaginary trip: I reach Rangel. 1 see Tony coming out or coming in.

c wa

What’s the next thing T see in our area, down in our little comer? People in the kayaks. Those are rented
. and that money goes around. They come there solely for that, afier spending a week working
‘They comne to take a break with their children and see the manatees. (Indicating in the screen) Do
you see them? And they sce them sticking out their muzzle, and they’re happy. I hope you go there and
Xt slide. Not only people come here for that, th so come here to compete. Different than
rdo, which has probably the worst sea, we have the best one in here. In Fajardo either rains or you

ave seven, eight, nine fool waves. Here it's navigable. Tn that marina you have people from Naguabo,
Fajardo, Trujillo, from Dorado, Gurabo, from Humacao, because there they realize that they can't
navigate in those areas. And we've been growing, because the boat storage started out with five and now
has a bunch more. And how have they come down? One tells the other, “Hey, look, Fajardo? Forget
that. T could come here every weekend and take my vessel oul.™ Even when the weather is bad, you can
still bring your vessel. But that’s going to end. Next slide. So, what else do we do there? And this is
new: Jobos Bay Festival. People came up with this idea to bring people over, so they can get clients,
consumers. This put us on the map, and it worked. We did a sailing boat race. It's when we saw most
people there ever since they invented “Guayama: Live the enchantment.” The mayor invented
“Enchantment Guayama,” and we invented this, and we posted it everywh Those very same sailing
boats are the ones that will have o go over the pipeline, and since they are not going Lo be able to doit,

well, they will go somewhere else. All our efforts to try to raise this area up, so that there’s more money

PMO02-20

See the response to comment CO-01-19 regarding emergencies and emergency

response plans.
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PM02-2

PM02-22

PMO02-23

and belter living conditions for our people, are in vain.  Difllerent than most of you —-when IT'worked as a
teacher, 1 was earning $3000. Now I'm retired and earn less. But those people have never seen that
amount of money in a month. That’s their yearly pay, and they have to thrive with that and pay ¢lectric
power, water. Like a gentleman said, “They install these pipelines, but this people will still have to pay
for their food, water, and electric power.” Otherwise, the service is cut.  Next slide. Look how beautiful
this is. That's Villa Pesquera, a fishing village.

‘There were around 30 to 35 sailing boats, people from other places that come to consume. When they
Icave from here, they'd be talking about the tremendous seca we have here. You could navigate, reach
down to Salin; What will happen to all these effort that we've done?  Next one. (Indicating in the
screen) The least you can see is little toys like these (pointing at the sailing boats on the screen). That’s
the least you'd see there, and that has a keel, and that has basically a 3 feet, 5 feet, that little toy.
With the larger ones, are even bigger. Next slide. This is another activity we carry out. Here we have
people coming from Fajardo, who stayed there at least two days. Some stayed over the night, in different
arcas of that hotel that they have in Guayama. See how they line up? And that’s the ones we picked at
the last minute. Tt costs us a lot of work to have this people [rom Fajardo to come to our area, and the
next one is going to happen in a couple of weeks. They are not only middle class people; these are people
'who are going to bring bigger ships the next time they come here to enjoy themselves. When that
pipcline is here, then, we'll have to sce, and this is basically announced news. We already saw what
happened with Philips. There’s a lot of thought but very little humanity involved here. People should be
first. Next slide. This is what I see when [ walk from the Rangel dock area. (Indicating in the screen)
That’s a beautiful house. It has a little dock next to it and calm waters. You can't even have it as calm in
[your own bath tub. When I leave from Rangel, most of the times this is what 1 find: a dolphin. If I do not
see one, then, I see two or three or four. I didn’t bring the video that shows how they used to harass me.
You know why? Because T used to go on a jet ski, which T don’t basically hit too hard, and they would
play in front of it. When I showed that to my grandchildren, they just went crazy with that. You can
often find this in Guayama and Salinas.

Next slide. T.ook at this photograph. There were four dolphins that day. T even got scared because they
would go under me and, then, jump over me. Some Americans who were in a boal in front me threw their
kids to play with the dolphins. They stopped, so the kids would play with them. That was unwise,
because if that dolphin was in a bad mood, well, you know what would have happened. That’s also down
there, in that exit arca. The ones who live there, the neighbors, do that as well. - After going out, T found a
dolphin or a manatce or a sca turtle. If you see a turtle, and with the manatees is the same, you see a bit of
its muzzlc and, then, it submerges back into the water. Tt's something that happens very quickly. T come
to one of the islands here with my family and enjoy the water. And everybody here has done it, both
natives from Salinas and from Guayama, and they enjoy themselves. My family is there and boats start
i haring and spending time together, those from Coroz: mon, Americans, and everybody.
s ng. The rest is work. Next slide.  Sce this jet ski? This was carly in the moming. (Indicating
in the screen) That is my own jet ski there. We have large ships, medium size ships, fisherman boats,
everything. That’s where everybody meets, in that point, whether they are fishermen or those who have
never fished before. And if a fisherman has fish, then, everyone starts eating as well. They cut it down
and cook it. Andif I'm wrong, raise your hand. Lverybody eats. 1t's the only location where they share
with onc another, whether they are from the metro arca or from somewhere clse, whether they have
mongy or they’re poor. Let me reaffirm, why don’t you come and check this arca. First come in a larger
ship, and then, get into a fisherman’s boat, accompanied, in case something happens, and check how it is.
Next slide. This is what I see when I'm there. That's in Dos Palmas.

People hardly go to Dos Palmas. There’s no people, no animals. Throw a little piece of bread and see
what happens: if you see a hundred fish that would be the least. T'ake out a fishing rod and see what
happens. They don’t speak French, but these fish do. To catch them, you have to use a harpoon.
Lverybody is there, having a good time. You want to change all this happiness for a pipeline, because

PM02-21

PM02-22

PMO02-23

See the response to comment CO02-19 regarding emergency response. In
addition, see comment CO01-16 regarding the response procedures related to fire
and explosions.

The presence of marine mammals is addressed in the final EIS. See the responses
to comments AG10-04 to AG10-07 for further information regarding marine
mammals.

The potential temporary and permanent impacts of the pipeline on fishing and
recreation activities are addressed in sections 4.7 and 4.8.
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PM02-24

PMG2-25

PM02-26

electric power is solely for us? Well, maybe that’s fine. But, then, we have to sacrilice ourselves, again,
to basically help the metro area, again. Let’s continue with these photographs. We are here having
drinks. The only problem is --next slide. (Indicating in the screen) IfI'm in this island having [un, this is
what I'm going to see, and that was the plant they used as test platform, if I'm not mistaken. That’s what
we'll all see, that's what we're looking at, maybe pumping smoke, contaminating. What is it? A mile
away? Tf 'm not mistaken. Somcbody vesterday told us that in the U.S. there is none that is a mile
away. They pul them 10 or 12 miles away. But since we have to lake the cheap ride in this area where
they find funds right away --less pipeline, less time, less everything in their favor, and we’ll be paying a
whole bunch of money, folks. It’s not for free; it comes from your taxes, their taxes, mine, other people’s
taxcs. There’s no one there, none of us who pay taxces, to check whether they are doing it right or not, no
one. They put it the { their money, and once they’re gone, then, the problems will begin. ike
buying a used car: once you buy it, you start losing oil, dripping oil and whatever.  You will be having
this barge over there. You can'l go at less than “X” distance and can't fish there. And you, who are the
poorer, the fishermen, will have to find another fishing area, because they are the ones who are going to
take the millions. Why don’t they find another location to place this? And it is beneficial. I agree with
that. But we need to modify the way they are doing this.

Those people from abroad and we should benefit not make us become poorer, because the fact is they'll
make us become poorer, after all the sacrifices from mayors and people to raise perspective and vision
about all this. Nextslide. After T had my drink, I'saw this and T said, “This is a bummer. Tt's dark, so let
me go home.” I leave earlier, and others leave later at night, basically blown away. Do you see how
beautiful this looks? That's what we’ll lose. Next slide. As I'm going back, I saw this. They don’t talk
about what they see there. The sting-rays, as they start going to the sand, that’s not mentioned. 1 can’t
say, “Look, you better get out of there, sting-ray. They re going to put a pipeline.” Neither can I say that
to a lobster or a conch.  Like the man said, that’s what they are sclling us: that they can get on top of that
pipeline. Now that’s not the issue. They will be excavaling into the sand, and they’ll have o go under
the pipeline. Therefore, the bay I represent and where ['m at will have less, because those animals are not
going to be able to go to the opposite side. They’'re going to change the habitat for these animals. But
things have to be done to benefit humanity, not for money or for the politicians.  (Indicating in the
screen) This is a typical afternoon, the sunset. As you move around, you can se¢ how beautiful this is.
Those that sce people from the coal plant, tell them that Angel Febles would like to know where to run
when the alarm goes ofl. These people come and it’s the same thing: “What will happen? Where do T go
if the alarm goes off? Where should I run to?” There is no warning. [ don’t even know whether there’s
an escape route. I wouldn’t know if I'm on the boat. Who can I call? “Look. I saw a stain there on the
water. Who should T call?” Those documents don’t mention it.

There was a person yesterday who said that if it blows up, everything will disappear, including the
clectric pipeline. Citizens should be concerned about that.  We need to answer that. Don’t do a projee
first and, then, answer aficr it’s built. Answer those questions first, seriously. And there’s a rush, because
everybody wants the electric power bill to go down. But do we need not drag along all these people?
They have no other alternative. They can't pick up their things and “I'm going Lo sell my house and
buy a condo in Old San Juan.” There’s one expensive home for every 70 or 80 poor houses, because
they're close to the sea. The sea-salt is eating them up. That’s not mentioned in there. We are not
talking about helping any of these people, or giving them work. Nothing’s for free. We are talking about
Jobs, work. There’s no work in the metro arca, but maybe you can have some work here. I it weren’t for
the Pioneer that’s there, at least they give some jobs. Next slide. Look at that. That’s the same little
house I saw in the morning, and look how beautiful it looks in the afternoon. When we get to have that
pipeline back there, maybe the landscape won't change, but there will be no vessels running through there
or the fish that you could see here. You won't see any of the local fish. The fisherman would have to
take their boats and scc how they can basically slip out, because they arc not cven mentioning the
penalties il you go over the pipeline. They talk about the one on the outside area, but not about spaces
that we have to leave open, so we don’t get close to that pipeline.

PM02-24

PMO02-25

PM02-26

The visual impact of the facility on the surrounding area is addressed in section
4.7.6.

The current environment and impact on marine creatures is addressed in section
4.5.3. See also the response to comment AG08-06.

The FERC and USCG staff take seriously their responsibility to ensure the safe
operation of the facility. See the response to comment CO01-19 for additional
information.
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PMO2-26| Those that navigate through that arca in good weather know thal it’s seven feet. Those with big boats
(contd) fyp ow they have to wait to go over the wave, if they can, to avoid having their ships damaged. Those who
have smaller boats of six or [ive [eet have to basically lifi over to avoid hilting the pipeline, if they
allowed to go through there at all. ‘The pipeline is around 24 inches, two feet. i
Everything that they talk about from the pipeline through Salinas, we’re happy. But the pipeline toward
Pucrto Jobos: Go to hell. And that’s what we're protesting about. Do actual, real studics. Go to the
field. Don’t talk to len fishermen. Maybe they saw someone with a rod trying to fish something and said,
“Lley, there’s a fisherman.” ‘The maps that they saw regarding the fishing area are not frue to reality.
These people’s fishing arca is bigger than that, and you have to go out carly to come back the next day.
That’s without taking into account when they find the Kind that s “Oh, that guy will give mc fish for
three bucks a pound,” aller he basically risked his life. Next slide.  (Showing a black slide) This is
Guayama. Took at it there, now. That’s what’s going to be Iefi: nothing. Do you sec it there? Nothing.
They’ll take us into ruin for the benefit of those that are going to steal mongy, of politicians that are in a
hurry to do this, of those that are going to come to build and leave.

They are not going Lo leave he of that money, be: ¢ those people in those ships have everything
at killing prices for those people willing to pay them whatever they get paid in their countries. I'm not
o0ing to take that away from them, if they're trying to gain a larger profit. But don’t do it at our expense,
folks. They arc not cven going to get out of those ships or vesscls to rent something from you. Maybe
those that are problematic are the ones that are coming down and give us problems during that year they’ll
be over here. There’s work, but it’s not for you. It is for those that they’ll bring. You have 1.5 divided
into two persons. We'll have one from Salinas and one from Guayama working there. I'll ask you to take
that into consideration. Don’t be in a hurry. Review this. All of these people, from what I've heard, have
the same concerns that we have there, in Guayama, and no one addresses that. Address that. Convince us
that nothing that has happened with Phillips and those people will ever happen to us.  That pipcline is
supposed Lo last 30 years. Maybe in Korea it would last that. Here, basically, the salt residue will eat it
up. And in 10 or 15 years from now, what’s going to happen to that pipeline? No one says anything
about it. There seems to be no long term vision. You know that here they make a building, municipal or
state building, and after the first coat of paint it won't be paintcd until 15 ycars later. The money for that,
they transfer it and transfer it. Then, we lose it.  And if I'm lying, let me know. I worked at the
Department of Education. A pencil costs $0.7. Do you know how much it costs the Department of
Education? It’s $1.50. That is the same thing that’s occurring there. With that $1.50 that the supplier
provides for the pencil --“It doesn’t matter; it's not your money.” Oh, yes it is. It’s my neighbor’s, my
¢ dad’s, what they charge me at the supermarket.  If that $1.30 is divided: $0.50, $0.05 to pay

neil and $0.50 for the guy at Education and $0.50 for the next one down the line. That’s what’s
going (o happen there. And if I'm mistaken, raise your hand and Angel Febles, you're a liar.” You
have scen it happen and happen again, and we’ll allow it to happen again.  This is a set up. Tt is very
difficult that this could be changed. But, at least, we warned you. Good Aftemoon.

\: Thank your, sir. To be clear, and maybe we didn’t make it as clear in the draft EIS. 1
appreciate the photos of your community. T see that you have pride in your community and in the natural
resources that are there. [ wish the Federal Government would pay for us to sit there and see what goes
on there day by day, month by month. Federal Government is not as gracious. But that's why we are
here: to get your comments, more than what the company Excelerate or Aguirre or PREPA has provided
to us and what we've wrilten; (o get your comments on really what your concerns are, what the real
environment is there; the environmental socioeconomics that’s in the project area, not just for the
platform and the pipeline but the communities surrounding the area. Ior the benefit of those who
weren't at the meeting yesterday, there were concerns by Mr. Febles. He talked about the safety of the
pipeline. For anyone who is following the record, FERC and Excelerate met with the Department of
Transportation over the safcty of the pipeline. The Department of Transportation has jurisdiction of the
pipeline, on whether or not they are considering, and they have to consider it, whether the pipeline should
be on top, laying on the seafloor, as proposed by Excelerate, or whether, by their standards and their
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requirements, it should buried because of the depth, of the water depth that’s there.  So, that is something
that is not the proposed project as it is, and the proposed pipeline as it --laying on the seafloor is not
something thal is set in stone. That is something that is now under review, on whether they are required
to bury it or not, for safety of the pipelines, safety of the facilities, and safety of the surrounding
community. There were a couple of --maybe we didn’t make it clear in the EIS about the amount of
reercation that goes on there, the amount of fishing that goes on there. We did get photos from the NER
over the Memorial Day weekend, of all the boats that were surrounding the Cayos de Barca --I think it
was Cayos de Pajaros, and I don’t think it was further west of there-- to see the amount of --what goes on
there over the weekend, what boats are there, for us to consider in our environmental analysis. Perhaps
our final EIS should claborate morc on the ional, the i . fishing, the ial fishing
that’s going on there, whether it is licensed or not.  The next speaker is Mayra Rangel Diaz.  Mayra, the
next speaker has to lcave soon. T don’t know whether you could wait until the following speaker.

MS. RANGEL: It's really short. It will be short.
MS. JOHNSON: Okay.

PM02-27|MS. RANGEL: I think 15 minutes. Good afternoon. My name is Mayra Rangel. I live in Puerto de PM02-27 The 201072015 JOt_)OS Bay Mana:gemer.lt Plan was used as a resource in the draft
Pobos ward, Lot 28, and I have in my yard a spectacular bay. Yesterday, I was at the Lion’s Club and 1 and final EISs and is referenced in section 4 as “DNER, 2010.”

saw many people there that had certain precautions, certain concerns on what’s going to happen again
with the wild life, with the ecosystem, because just like you know, when the Phillips Petroleum
[Company inaugurated in ‘66, it was the first onc in damaging the bay. They closed the wetlands. The
[Pucrto de Jobos Bays crystal clear and with vellow sand, just like what you find in Matias, Perdida,
[Barcas. They closed the wetlands, and when you go to Pozuelos, all the right side --the left side, I'm
lsorry, of Pozuelo, all that entrance is burnt. It was destroyed by Phillips Petroleum Company. Because
fof this, they left a barge, which damaged a vein of mercury, a vein of natural mercury. Everybody who
n Jobos Port knows what I'm talking about. That barge is still in the arca known as “Grafito.”
[There is another barge there, also, that's a little bit sunk, not sunk completely --we are talking about 30
vears ago-- at the right side also of the Guayama Marina. There is no white sand anymore; there is three
feet of sludge. 1 was talking in Aguirre, in the activity in Aguirre, a week or so ago, and I mentioned this.
I'm concerned now. Between the lizards and the black ash, we are not going to have mangroves. The
izards are cating, just like my grandmother said, the new leaves from the mangroves.

81My home has three types of mangroves: the red mangrove, the green mangrove and the white mangrove. PMO02-28 The Jobos Bay Management Plan was used in the development of the final EIS.
From the white there’s not a lot because the lizards eat it all. The recommendation of the biologist is to
kill them and throw them in the water. Okay?  The crosion, we barcly have --we have three fect of

di of sludge. IU's a swamp. I you touch the leaves in any of the keys of the Puerto de Jobos Bay,
vou get coal. [ have several clients that tell me: *Angie, what’s happening that I find black dust on the
floor of my boat?” Unfortunately, I have to tell them: “That’s the coal plant.” Since 1972 until 1994 --if
vou allow me to copy the title. In 1994, The Management Plan for the Jobos Bay National Lstuary
Rescarch Reserve was done.  That’s where the Forest Bay was done, which is a federal bay that you have
to take carc of. This is 267 pages, but this studv gocs down to the slightest microorganism in this arca. T
don’t know if you have knowledge of this. It has all the agencies, and their main purpose is to protect the
Bay. Okay? I would like you fo read it before September 29th. Please, consider that, in Guayama, we
are really going to be very affected. 1 don’t understand why there aren’t more people from Guavama. 1
thank Counscl, but people from Salinas have an ¢s Ve don’t.  Here, in this document, in 94 they
made (he Guayama Bay 16 at the world level. This has improved a lot for Guayama, for Jobos Bay.
That’s it. Please, read this rescarch. Ttis very important. Okay? Thank you.

MS. JOHNSON: Thank vou. The next speaker is Juan Rosario.

MR. ROSARIO: Good evening. My name is Juan Rosario. Since I'm not going to speak in English, 1 PM02-29 Comment noted. Air conditions would be monitored under the terms of the air

asked if 1 could speak I'rench and they told me “no.” Lirst, how many people here in this room live close qua| |ty perm it.
by? How many people live close by? In Salinas or close by. I'm going to talk to you even il it’s a
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PM02-29)
(cont'd)

hearing rom FERC, because we are part of the board of directors [rom --the goverming board [rom
[IPREPA. I've been there for two years. I got there with the idea of transforming PREPA, because we
knew whal was happening in PREPA and the way PREPA was working wasn’( the best way Lo operate.
There are things that have been happening for a long time. But what I'm going to say is my opinion. It is
Inot the opinion of the governing board. After being in this process for about a year or so, I was there
when we began to talk about the construction of the Aguirre Port. We asked the board of dircctors to
work on this in a diflerent manner.  We dealt with the two gas pipelines that could not be built. There
(has been war between the communities and the Authority. ‘That way of doing things wasn’t going to lead
anywhere. All the communitics were fighting against PREPA, and with good reason. I know about this
rcgion. Nobody has to tell me what’s going on here because those from the Dialogue and TDEBATO
know that I've been working here for over 30 years, working in these communities, with the same people.
There have been a lot of very good projs and very bad projects from PREPA.  So, when T was in the
hearing yesterday --what I was seeing there, I don’t understand. I saw that people were very mad, that
they were perceiving things as unfair, injustices that have been accumulating for a long time. People
[were being very distrustful, although PREPA, during the last year, has embarked on a new experiment,
from what I've talked to people that work there.

The Board accepted, Fortaleza accepted to do this in some other way, and these spaces were created and
this Table was created.  So, when T hear people saying that the information hasn’t been brought in, that’s
not true. For about over a year, the information has been given directly to the communities and there
have been meetings. That there are some people that don’t know about it? Yes, that’s true. But it’s not
because things are not being done. It's because, despite all the efforts we made for people to come, not
everybody came to the meetings. They say that the fishermen were not consulted. Well, yes. they were
consulted. The fishermen were brought in to the Table to talk. Nonetheless, there are a lot of things that
still haven’t been done. So, there are a lot of things we still need to work on. T want to state for the
record that T belief this is a good project [or the country, and T think is a good project for Salinas. T think
this project has many benefits for Salinas, from an envi 1 perspective. The reduction in emissi

lis going to safe hundreds of lives in the next decade. All you have to do is get some literature and sce that
the main substances that cause death duc to the emissions of plants arc going to be reduced radically.
They are going to be lowered greatly.  Nonetheless, we have stated at the table where Victor is, where
Tata is, where Nelson is, that there are some local impacts that we have to work on. They are still not
completely resolved. The issue of the pipeline being a barrier or not requires some mitigation procedures
that we've stated. I believe there’s some agreement at the Table that the communities and the groups
have to be within those procedures since the beginning. It can't be that things are designed, and, then,
aficr they are designed and built, they bring them all designed to the community groups. That’s not how
it works. I the communities are not invited early within the process, “early” within reason, we can’t
work on it. They should be invited.  Yesterday, for example --I love to look at people. Tlove to sit on
the back and see how people react. The first visceral reaction was when they said that a Natural

L officer was going to say when a mammal is there so they could stop the operational activities.
Everyone laughed, and they reacted with the typical distrust people have toward government agencics.

That’s not easy to solve. But, yesterday, some people brought the solution: “Why dogs it have to be an
officer for Natural Resources? Why can't it be a fisherman? Why can't it be the people from the same
community doing that?” That was a solution. T want to state for the record, clearly, that here it has been
said that this project is going to harm fishing. TfT believed that, T wouldn’t favor it and wouldn’t care
about the other benefits. But fishing is dying all over the world without this pipeline, and it’s dying in
that bay without the Project. It's dying because of global conditions that are killing oceans and killing
corals. This project could be an inflection point where we can begin to work on a manageable habitat
again. If we can create that team work with the Committee, we can begin replanting corals and create
habitats, so that the fish can move from one point to the other. T think that’s possible. T think it’s good
[and good for the community. T think that it’s important that we work on it together. T think there are

imany things which, after a year and a half, I'm not happy about. One thing is the answer from the
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rMo2-30|MR. RIVERA: They have with me. Again, I'm working with the workers from PREPA in this process.

So far, cverything that we've worked on with them, they fulfilled. PREPA docsn’t --let me tell you PMO02-30 Comment noted. The Agmrre Power Complex IS reqUIred to meet the

something, Listen to what I'm telling vou. The option to this pipeling, you don’t even want 1o see it close requirements of the EPA’s Mercury and Air Toxics Standard rule. In addition
(0 you. The oplion to (his pipeline, to meet wilh the federal regulations --and | didn’t impose them. [ . . . L !
[don’t like to be in front of a federal agency saying what should be done in my country. Everybody knows section 3.2 pfOVIdeS an Updated review of renewable energy alternatives.

what my political ideology is. I'm clear about that. In my house: first my wite and then me, but I'm the
lord of my house, not anvbody else. But that’s the law, and there’s a federal law that imposes on us a
Ireduction on emissions. And we can do in three different wayvs: either we do environmental controls, and
we don’t have the moncy for that; or we put gas. which is the other one; and the third onc, you don’t cven
want it close to you, and it’s that we change the whole operation to diesel.  You wouldn't want the barges
to come in here with diesel, because that really is going to kill the bay. That’s going to destroy it. So, is
that the option? s it the pipcline, or the windmills that produce encrgy? These are options, all of the
loptions, with risks, But, from all of them, this is the one with the least isk. I'm convinced --I can be
iwrong. but I'm convinced that even the situation for fishing,. if we work correctly, it will be better when
it's put there than what it is now. because it’s going to give us resources that we don’t have right now to
[work in creating habitats. We have been losing them and dealing with the replanting of corals.

MS. JOHNSON: So we don’t have anyone else on the list to speak, but if there’s anvone else who would
like to speak today. I can remind you: speak through the microphone and state your name.  Yos?
Please. use the microphone.

MR. SANTOS: It's just that I want --
MS. JOHNSON: Your name?

PMO2-31 |[MR. SANTOS: Nelson Santos. I'm part of IDEBAJO, the initiative for the development of the Jobos
Bay. It’s just to bring in to Febles, to tell Febles that here we are all together: Jobos Bay, the fishermen PMO02-31
from Jobos Bay, fishermen from Las Mareas, in Guayama, to Las Mareas, in Salinas. That’s the Jobos
Bay and all the fishcrmen: from Jobos. from Bandcri, from Pozucla, from Barranca, from Mosquito. from
Aguirre, from Marea, from Playila, all those fishermen fishing that area.  Besides that, | agree with what
vou stated regarding the poverty level. But in Salinas there is a 55 percent. Guayama, being a city, has
46 pereent. So, there is high poverty here. I believe that in that sense here all of us have to row to the
same coast. If we don’t row together. it's going to happen what historically has happened: this
environmental injustice that has happened. That's all. Thank you.

MS. JOHNSON:

pMi2-32| MR, RIVERA: It’s just that I can't leave. because in a public hearing evervbody talks and. normally,

Comment noted.

hank you. Anyone clsc who would like to speak tonight?

there is no way to clarify things that people leave without any answers Look. 20 times have been said, PM02-32 Comment noted. Aguirre LLC has proposed a Change in its construction methodsy
and you have brought it up, that there arc restrictions for the boats. There is no restriction to go over the . . - . . .

pipeline. Obviously, vou can't put an anchor from a cruise ship on it because it’s going to break it. Buta which includes burylng the plpe“ne except at the 11700'f00t section that crosses
boat can go over it. Not only can it go over it, but the only place --and this is a product of the discussions the Boca del Infierno pass, where it is proposed to be laid on the surface and

with the group, because at the beginning we were not clear on that.  The only place. which is the entrance . f :

of Boca %cl llnﬁemu --that pipel‘:}n: is %ol going to be on the ground. It's g([:ing to be on the trench, [ .COVered Wlth FOnCrete ':nats' However, we are reCOmmendlng that th_e plpe be
mean, it’s not going to change anything the depth of the scafloor. I'm telling vou that it’s like that. It's installed in this area using the HDD method or be rerouted to minimize ImpaCtS on
nol an opinion; it’s like that. They are going to put it inside. It's not going (o be on top. It’s not going to coral resources

change anything in (he depth of the area. I all (he other places, you can go and fish. I wouldn’t want (o
fish (unintelligible). But do you want me to tell you somcthing? Everybody is going to fish there
because that’s going 1o be filled with tish due to the structure, 1t’s like when we go to piers to fish.

MS. JOHNSON: (To Mr. Rivera) Did vou have a question?

MR. RIVERA: No, no. It was only to clarify the thing about the restriction over the pipe. which is
known. There is no restriction. Obviously, vou cannot use a huge transatlantic to go over that place, but
vou can fish there. There’s no problem with that.
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MS. JOHNSON: The question about pipeline salely, the question about boal traflic over the pipeline is a
lid question. I think that question has been asked from the beginning: What are going to be the
restrictions within the bay for both traflic around the pipeline and the terminal? ~ As T mentioned, the
Department of Transportation has come a bit late in the process for evaluating the depth of the pipeline,
the location of the pipeline, in regards to their regulations. But we are not finished yet with our
cnvironmental analysis. This is a draft Envi 1 Tmpact We are here to get your

consider your address your comments and, in the process of all that, find out from
the Department of Iransportation how this pipeline is going to be located within the bay, outside of the
bay, whether it’s going to be on the seafloor or whether they will be required to bury it at whatever depth
is required by their regulations.  So, as it is written in the EIS, that their proposced construction method is
it on the sea floor, il’s in our draft EIS. The final EIS will most likely be something diflerent
¢ of the process that Fx: ic has to go through with the Department of Transportation.  All of’
the conversations that FERC has had with Excelerate are on the public record. Because of our
regulations, we are not legally allowed to have conversations with the company that are not privy or not
open to the public. So, therefore, I put on the record a summary of the meeting that we had in August that
we talked about what the DOT’s concemns were, what their list of questions were for the Company.
FERC issued a letler to Excelerale, requesting additional information about the pipeline, about safety and
about the requirements that DOT has for the pipeline, and what's going to happen afterward. That will
unfold during this process between the draft and the final EIS.  Anymore questions? Anymore
comments? 1 didn’t mention carlier that we do have at the signing table --I don’t have it with me, but
there are sheets where you can write. If you don’t wish to speak today, there are sheets there where you
can write your comments. They are the same as if you were to speak tonight.

You can write your comments and you can give them to the folks at the table. Or yvou can take that home,
write your comments and mail them to FERC as well.  Are there anymore comments or questions? If
not, I'm going to go ahead and close the formal part of the meeting.  As I said, anyone wishing to keep
up with the official activity that goes on with FERC can go on the FERC website, www.ferc.gov. Within
our website there is an e-library link. You can enter the docket number for this project: CP13-193. You
can usc our library to gain access to cverything that’s on the public record, whether it's entered by FERC,
other interested partics, Excclerate, PREPA, anyone. And there are federal and states agencies.
Excelerate and PREPA will be in the room to ai any additional questions after the meeting. If you
would like immediate copy of the transcript, you can speak with the court reporter.  On behalf of the
L'ederal Energy Regulatory Commission, the U.S. EPA, Army Corps Lngineers, the Coast Guard, the
Office of General Permits, Puerto Rico Environmental Quality Board, Puerto Rico Planning Board,
Department of Natural and Environmental Resources, and the Department of Health T would like to thank
you all for coming here tonight. I really do appreciate your comments. I should speak better Spanish,
but T don’t. Tam Dominican and my parents are from the Dominican Republic. To sce people that love a
community that’s not within the States --it’s enli; ing to see a ity so involved in their
community and not only the ity but with the i that surrounds your community and
that gives you your business and living. This is, I think, a great thing for Latin America, for Hispanics
that are not just here but abroad, so they can see that there are people here that arce involved in their living
and the environment around them.  Your concern about the conservation of the environment is very
encouraging, to see that it’s not just people in the States or Americans. This is also, you know, Ilispanics
that may not enjoy the thing that they have in the States. But, you know, you’re living here so concerned
with the environment, and that is a great thing. So, let the record show that the comment meeting ended
at 7:04 p.m.

MS. ROSAS: If there are no additional comments for OGPe, we conclude this meeting today. 1 want to
remind you that there will be a third meeting on September 15 at the Aguirre Gulf Court. Good evening.

(Whereupon, the public hearing  concludes at 7:04 p.m.)
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APOQ1 — Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC

AP01-01

20140929-5220 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/29/2014 2:20:16 PM

The Honorable Kimberly D. Bose
Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington DC 20426

Re: Aguirre Offshore GasPort, LLC, CP13-193-000
Draft i Impact — Aguirre LLC Review Comments

Dear Ms. Bose:

Aguirre LLC has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) issued on August 7, 2014 in
the above-referenced docket and offers the following comments for your consideration:

1. Section 1.1 — Purpose and Need: The sendout capacity of the facility should read 500 million
standard cubic feet per day (MMscf/d) instead of 50 MMscf/d.

2. Section 2.2 — Land Requirements: Figure 2.2-2 shows the location of the pipeline where it
connects into the Aguirre Power Plant. Following input from the community the line has been
moved south approximately 200 feet closer to the south end of the bulkhead which places the
pipe more than 660 feet from the nearest residence. This new proposed route is still within the
previously surveyed corridor, poses no additional impacts, and increases the distance of the
pipe from nearby residences. A formal filing with FERC will be made in the near future detailing
the change in route with maps provided.

3. Section 4.3 — Water Resources: Remove all reference and statements related to chlorine use,
sodium hypochlorite and related effects on marine life. As per the amended NPDES permit
application addendum, filed in the above-referenced docket on August 25, 2014, chlorine will
not be used as the primary macrofouling growth prevention system (MGPS) biocide. An
alternative copper-aluminum anode MGPS will be used in place of the sodium hypochlorite
injection system. The copper aluminum anode MGPS will meet Puerto Rico Environmental
Quality Board water quality standards and avoid the use of chlorine as the primary biocide
agent.

4. Section 4.9.2.2 — Marine Investigation: A statement is made on page 4-120 regarding the
evaluative testing conducted by Aguirre LLC in March 2013 and the SHPO review of the resulting
report submitted in June 2013. In correspondence dated July 2, 2013, the SHPO concurred with
the report's conclusions that “nane of these anomalies are historically significant and that they
require no further archaeological work.” A copy of this letter was filed in the above-referenced
docket on July 12, 2013 as Supplemental Response to RR4 - Question 1 of June 5, 2013
Environmental Information Request.

5. Section 4.9.5 - General Impact and Mitigation, Item a.: As noted in response 2 above, the SHPO
has reviewed and concurred with the conclusions of the evaluative testing report and a copy of
the letter with SHPO’s concurrence was filed on July 12, 2013 as Supplemental Response to RR4
- Question 1 of June 5, 2013 Environmental Information Request.

AP01-01

We updated the applicable sections of the EIS.
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Section 4.10.1.5 - Operational Emissions Impact and Mitigation: The Project Best Management
Practices subsection on page 4-140 refers to "the use of low-NOx combusters for the engines to
achieve controlled NOx levels at 10 ppm (10 mg/L), and SCR technology for the boilers to
achieve controlled NOx and ammonia slip levels at 15 ppm and 10 ppm (15 and 10 mg/L)
respectively." Aguirre LLC wishes to point out that there are no GasPort emission sources

proposed to achieve 10 ppm NOx, nor are low-NOx combusters specifically proposed as
emission control technology for any GasPort emission sources.

Aguirre LLC believes that the converted NOx and NH3 boiler exhaust concentrations shown in
mg/L on page 4-140 are not correct. A NOx concentration of 15 ppm by volume on a dry basis
{ppmvd), corrected to 3 percent 02, should convert to about 31 mg/Nm3, at normal conditions
of 273K and one atmosphere. Similarly, an ammonia concentration of 10 ppmvd at 3 percent 02
should convert to about 7.6 mg/Nm3 at normal conditions of 273K and one atmosphere.

In Table 4.10.1-7 on page 4-141, CO2e from each main boiler on gas should be 114,648 tpy, not
114,642 tpy. SO2 emissions from each main boiler in cold startup should be 0.9 tpy, not 0.09
tpy. VOC emissions for the aux boiler (worst case) should be 0.7 tpy, not 3.8 tpy. The facility
totals at the bottom of Table 4.10.1-7 are all correct however.

In Table 4.10.1-8 on page 4-143 and Table 4.12.2-2 on page 4-197 the support vessel and tug
stack diameters (bottom 3 diameters on the table) should be 0.7 meters rather than 0.2 meters.
In Table 4.10.1-2 on page 4-144 the PM2.5 annual OCD predicted concentration should be 1.1
microgram per cubic meter rather than 3.8 microgram per cubic meter so the total with
background should be 7.3 rather than 10.0. This correction to Resource Report 9 was filed in
the above-referenced docket on November 4, 2013 as Supplemental Response to June 5, 2013
Environmental Information Request, which included the final GasPort and Power Plant
cumulative modeling results.

Minor changes have been made to estimated emissions data presented in Table 4.12.2-1 (page
4-96) per Table 4-4 of the latest PREPA permit application amendment letter sent to EQB dated
June 3, 2014. This amendment consists of very minor changes made in response to EPA and
EQB comments on the application.

. On page 4-200 Aguirre LLC believes the Table 4.12.2-4 title should read “Offshore and Coastal

Dispersion Model Results for All Aguirre GasPort Project and Power Plant Sources Combined
with Ambient Background for Comparison with National Ambient Air Quality Standards”.
Section 4.10.2.4 — Construction Noise Impact and Mitigation: It is stated in this section of the
DEIS that there are exceedances of the EQB noise limits at NSAs 2 and 6 during construction. As
explained in the Response to RRY - Question 11 of the June 5, 2013 Environmental Information
Request, filed in the above-referenced docket on June 25, 2013, the predicted received sound
levels at NSAs presented in Table 4.10.2-4 are reported as Ly, values but the EQB noise limits
are reported as 1-hour Ly, values. If the more conservative Ly, values were converted to Ly,
values so that they are directly comparable to the EQB noise limits; no exceedances of the
daytime noise limits would occur during construction.
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