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TO THE INTERESTED PARTY:

The staff of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC or Commission)
has prepared a final environmental impact statement (EIS) for the Port Arthur
Liquefaction Project proposed by Port Arthur LNG, LLC and PALNG Common Facilities
Company LLC (collectively referred to as PALNG), and the Texas Connector Project and
Louisiana Connector Project proposed by Port Arthur Pipeline, LLC (PAPL) in the
above-referenced dockets. PALNG requests authorization pursuant to section 3(a) of the
Natural Gas Act (NGA) to construct and operate liquefied natural gas (LNG) export
facilities in Jefferson County, Texas, and PAPL requests a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity pursuant to section 7(c) of the NGA to construct, operate,
and maintain certain natural gas pipeline facilities in Jefferson and Orange Counties,
Texas and Cameron, Calcasieu, Beauregard, Allen, Evangeline, and St. Landry Parishes,
Louisiana. Together, these proposed facilities are referred to as “the Projects.”

The final EIS assesses the potential environmental effects of the construction and
operation of the Projects in accordance with the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The FERC staff concludes that approval of the
proposed Projects, with the mitigation measures recommended in the EIS, would have
some adverse environmental impact; however, these impacts would be avoided or
reduced to less-than-significant levels.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Coast Guard, U.S. Department of
Energy, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of
Transportation’s Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration participated as
cooperating agencies in the preparation of the EIS. Cooperating agencies have
jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to resources potentially affected by
the proposal and participate in the NEPA analysis. Although the cooperating agencies
provided input to the conclusions and recommendations presented in the final EIS, the
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agencies will present their own conclusions and recommendations in their respective
Records of Decision for the Projects.

The final EIS addresses the potential environmental effects of the construction and
operation of the following proposed facilities:

two liquefaction trains, each with a capacity of 6.73 million tons per annum
of LNG for export;

three LNG storage tanks, each with a capacity of 160,000 cubic meters;
a refrigerant storage area and truck unloading facilities;
a condensate storage area and truck loading facilities;

a new marine slip with two LNG vessel berths, an LNG vessel and support
vessel maneuvering area, and an LNG transfer system,

a materials off-loading facility and Pioneer Dock;

approximately 38.9 miles of 42-inch-diameter pipeline to bring feed gas from
interconnections with Kinder Morgan Louisiana Pipeline LLC, Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America, Houston Pipeline Company LP, Texas
Eastern Transmission, LP (TETCO), Florida Gas Transmission Company,
LLC, and Golden Triangle Storage, Inc./Centana Intrastate Pipeline, LLC to
the terminal site;

approximately 131.3 miles of 42-inch-diameter pipeline to bring feed gas
from interconnections with Centana Interstate Pipeline, LP, TETCO,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, Market Hub Partners — Egan, Pine Prairie
Energy Center, Texas Gas Transmission, LLC, ANR Pipeline Company, and
Columbia Gulf Transmission, LLC to the terminal site;

three compressor stations;
meter stations at the pipeline interconnects; and

other associated utilities, systems, and facilities (mainline valves, pig
launchers/receivers, contractor yards, access roads, etc.).

The Commission mailed a copy of the Notice of Availability to federal, state, and
local government representatives and agencies; elected officials; environmental and
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public interest groups; Native American tribes; potentially affected landowners and other
interested individuals and groups; and newspapers and libraries in the project area. The
final EIS is only available in electronic format. It may be viewed and downloaded from
the FERC’s website (www.ferc.gov), on the Environmental Documents page
(https://www.ferc.gov/industries/gas/enviro/eis.asp). In addition, the final EIS may be
accessed by using the eLibrary link on the FERC’s website. Click on the eLibrary link
(https://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/elibrary.asp), click on General Search, and enter the
docket number in the “Docket Number” field, excluding the last three digits (i.e., CP17-
20, CP17-21, or CP18-7). Be sure you have selected an appropriate date range. For
assistance, please contact FERC Online Support at FercOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll
free at (866) 208-3676, or for TTY, contact (202) 502-8659.

Additional information about the project is available from the Commission’s
Office of External Affairs, at (866) 208-FERC, or on the FERC website (www.ferc.gov)
using the eLibrary link. The eLibrary link also provides access to the texts of all formal
documents issued by the Commission, such as orders, notices, and rulemakings.

In addition, the Commission offers a free service called eSubscription which
allows you to keep track of all formal issuances and submittals in specific dockets. This
can reduce the amount of time you spend researching proceedings by automatically
providing you with notification of these filings, document summaries, and direct links to
the documents. Go to www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/esubscription.asp.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The staff of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC or Commission) prepared this final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to assess the environmental impacts associated with construction
and operation of facilities proposed by Port Arthur LNG, LLC and PALNG Common Facilities Company,
LLC (collectively referred to as PALNG) and Port Arthur Pipeline, LLC (PAPL). The EIS was prepared
in accordance with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and the
Commission’s implementing regulations under Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 380 (18
CFR 380).

On November 29, 2016, PALNG filed an application with the FERC for the Port Arthur
Liquefaction Project in Docket No. CP17-20-000 pursuant to section 3(a) of the Natural Gas Act (NGA)
and Parts 153 and 380 of the Commission’s regulations. On November 29, 2016, PAPL filed an application
with the FERC for the Texas Connector Project in Docket No. CP17-21-000 for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity (Certificate) pursuant to section 7(c) of the NGA and Parts 157 and 284 of the
Commission’s regulations.! On October 16, 2017, PAPL also filed an application with the FERC for the
Louisiana Connector Project in Docket No. CP18-7-000 for a Certificate pursuant to section 7(c) of the
NGA and Part 157 of the Commission’s regulations. The combined PALNG and PAPL actions and
facilities are referred to as the Port Arthur Liquefaction Project, Texas Connector Project, and Louisiana
Connector Project (Projects). PALNG and PAPL propose to construct and operate onshore natural gas
liquefaction and associated facilities in Texas to allow the export of liquefied natural gas (LNG), and to
construct, own, operate, and maintain interstate natural gas pipelines, new compressor stations, and
ancillary facilities in Texas and Louisiana.

The purpose of the EIS is to inform the FERC decision makers, the public, and the permitting
agencies about the potential adverse and beneficial environmental impacts of the proposed Projects and
their alternatives, and recommend mitigation measures that would reduce adverse impacts to the extent
practicable. We? prepared our analysis based on information provided by PALNG and PAPL and further
developed from data requests; field investigations; scoping; literature research; and contacts with or
comments from federal, state, and local agencies, Native American tribes, and individual members of the
public.

The FERC is the federal agency responsible for authorizing interstate natural gas transmission
facilities under the NGA and is the lead federal agency for the preparation of this EIS in compliance with
the requirements of NEPA. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE); U.S. Coast Guard (USCG);
Department of Energy (DOE); U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration (PHMSA); and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)3 are cooperating
agencies for development of this EIS consistent with 40 CFR 1501.6(b). A cooperating agency has
jurisdiction by law or has special expertise with respect to environmental resource issues associated with
the Projects.

L On November 7, 2017, PAPL filed an amendment to its application for the Texas Connector Project under Docket No.
CP17-21-001 in which it identified changes to its proposed rate schedules and other non-environmental items.

2 “We,” “us,” and “our” refer to the environmental and engineering staff of the FERC’s Office of Energy Projects.

3 Cooperating agencies for the Liquefaction Project and Texas Connector Project include the USACE, USCG, DOE, EPA,

and DOT, PHMSA. Cooperating agencies for the Louisiana Connector Project include the USACE and EPA.
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PROPOSED ACTION

The Liquefaction Project’s purpose as stated by PALNG is to receive and liquefy domestic natural
gas into liquefied natural gas (LNG) for export to foreign markets. The Texas Connector and Louisiana
Connector Projects’ purposes as stated by PAPL are to provide 2.0 billion standard cubic feet per day of
feed gas to the Liquefaction Project.

Liquefaction Project

PALNG would construct the Liquefaction Project on 898 acres of a 2,900-acre property that
PALNG has already purchased on the western shore of the Port Arthur Canal, about 5 miles south of Port
Arthur, Texas and 6 miles north of Sabine, Texas. In the past, the site was used as a dredge material
placement area for materials dredged during maintenance of the Port Arthur Canal. All ship traffic would
access the Liquefaction Project via the Port Arthur Canal, while all construction and personnel vehicles
would access the site from State Highway (SH) 87. Further, the Ligquefaction Project would be located on
a site previously reviewed and approved by the Commission in 2006 for a proposed LNG import terminal
(FERC Docket No. CP05-83-000). The liquefaction site would include the following facilities:

. two liquefaction trains,* each with a capacity of 6.73 million tons per annum of LNG for
export;

° three LNG storage tanks, each with a capacity of 160,000 cubic meters;

. a refrigerant storage area and truck unloading facilities;

. a condensate storage area and truck loading facilities;

. a new marine slip with two LNG vessel berths, an LNG vessel and support vessel

maneuvering area, and an LNG transfer system;

. a material offloading facility (MOF);
. a Pioneer Dock;*® and
. other ancillary utilities, buildings, and service facilities.

Construction of the Liquefaction Project would require the relocation of 3.3 miles of SH 87 and
existing pipelines and utilities that parallel the highway, which are not under FERC’s jurisdiction. PALNG
would relocate the highway, pipelines, and utilities to its own property.

Texas Connector Project

PAPL proposes to construct and operate about 34.2 miles total of new natural gas pipeline in
Jefferson and Orange Counties, Texas and Cameron Parish, Louisiana. The pipeline facilities would be
comprised of the following:

. Northern Pipeline — 26.6 miles of 42-inch-diameter pipeline entering the liquefaction
facilities site from the north and interconnecting with existing facilities near Beaumont,
Texas owned by the following companies: Golden Triangle Storage, Inc./Centana

4 Liquefaction and purification facility that condenses natural gas into a liquid at atmospheric pressure.
5 The Pioneer Dock would consist of concreted docks and off-loading areas to support barge and aggregate bulk carrier
vessel traffic to unload bulk materials such as gravel and rock.
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Intrastate Pipeline, LLC (Centana); Houston Pipeline Company LP; Texas Eastern
Transmission, LP (TETCO); and Florida Gas Transmission; and

. Southern Pipeline — 7.6 miles of 42-inch-diameter pipeline entering the liquefaction
facilities site from the south to interconnections with an existing Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America facility in Jefferson County, Texas and an existing Kinder Morgan
Louisiana Pipeline LLC facility in Cameron Parish, Louisiana.

The Texas Connector Project would also include 4.7 miles of 42-inch-diameter lateral pipelines
that connect the Northern and Southern Pipelines to six meter stations proposed at existing pipelines that
would supply feed gas to the Texas Connector Project and, ultimately, the Liquefaction Project; two
compressor stations; six interconnecting meter stations, one receipt meter station, one mainline valve, and
eight pig launchers/receivers; contractor yards; and access roads. Of these aboveground facilities, one
compressor station and the receipt meter station would be constructed within the Liquefaction Project
property boundaries.

Construction of the pipeline and associated facilities associated with the Texas Connector Project
would affect a total of about 665 acres of land, and operation of the pipeline facilities would affect a total
of about 186 acres.

Louisiana Connector Project

PAPL proposes to construct and operate about 130.8 miles total of new 42-inch-diameter natural
gas pipeline in Jefferson and Orange Counties, Texas and Cameron, Calcasieu, Beauregard, Allen,
Evangeline, and St. Landry Parishes, Louisiana. This pipeline would connect with the existing Centana;
TETCO; Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company; Market Hub Partners — Egan; Pine Prairie Energy Center;
Texas Gas Transmission, LLC; ANR Pipeline Company, and Columbia Gulf Transmission, LLC pipeline
systems.

The Louisiana Connector Project would also include 0.5 mile of 42-inch-diameter lateral and tie-
in pipelines to connect the Louisiana Connector Project to eight existing pipelines to supply feed gas to the
Louisiana Connector Project and, ultimately, the Liquefaction Project; one compressor station; nine meter
stations; nine mainline valves; four pig launchers/receivers; contractor yards; and access roads. Of these
aboveground facilities, one meter station would be constructed within the Liquefaction Project property
boundaries.

Construction of the pipeline and associated facilities associated with the Louisiana Connector
Project would affect a total of about 2,807 acres of land, and operation of the pipeline facilities would affect
a total of about 771 acres.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Liquefaction Project and Texas Connector Project

On March 20, 2015, PALNG and PAPL filed requests with FERC to use our pre-filing review
process for the Liquefaction Project and Texas Connector Project (formerly referred to as the Port Arthur
Pipeline Project). The requests to use our pre-filing review process were approved on March 31, 2015.
Pre-filing Docket Nos. PF15-18-000 and PF15-19-000 were established for the Liquefaction Project and
Texas Connector Project, respectively, to place information filed by PALNG and PAPL and related
documents issued by the FERC, as well as comments from the public, agencies, tribes, organizations, and
other stakeholders into the public record. PALNG and PAPL held Public Open Houses in Port Arthur,
Texas on May 28, 2015. FERC staff participated in those meetings to describe the FERC process and
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provide those attending with information on how to file comments with FERC. In addition, on May 28,
2015, FERC staff visited the proposed Liquefaction Project site.

On June 24, 2015, the FERC issued a Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the Planned Port Arthur Liquefaction Project and Port Arthur Pipeline Project, Request for
Comments on Environmental Issues, and Notice of Public Scoping Meeting (NOI). This notice was sent to
441 interested parties including federal, state, and local officials; agency representatives; conservation
organizations; Native American tribes; local libraries and newspapers in the projects area; and property
owners in the vicinity of the projects. Publication of the NOI established a 30-day public comment period
for the submission of comments, concerns, and issues related to the environmental aspects of the proposed
projects. On July 13, 2015, we conducted two public scoping meetings in Port Arthur, Texas, to provide
an opportunity for the public to learn more about the projects and provide comments on environmental
issues to be addressed in the EIS. One person provided comments during the sessions expressing support
for the projects. On July 14, 2015, FERC staff visited the proposed pipeline routes and compressor station
sites.

On May 27, 2015, we attended an interagency meeting hosted by PALNG and PAPL to discuss the
projects and FERC process with representatives from the Texas Department of Transportation, Texas
General Land Office, and Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD). On July 15, 2015, we held a
joint interagency meeting for the projects and met with representatives of the USACE, USCG, and National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), and PALNG and PAPL representatives. On September 29, 2106, we
conducted another agency meeting and met with representatives of the USACE, USCG, NMFS, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, EPA, DOT PHMSA, TPWD, J.D. Murphree Wildlife Management Area (WMA),
Jefferson County, and the City of Port Arthur, as well as representatives of PALNG and PAPL.

Louisiana Connector Project

On February 27, 2017, PAPL filed a request with FERC to use our pre-filing review process for
the Louisiana Connector Project, which would also provide feed gas to the liquefaction facilities. The
request to use our pre-filing review process was approved on March 13, 2017. Pre-filing Docket No. PF17-
5-000 was established for the Louisiana Connector Project to place information filed by PAPL and related
documents issued by FERC into the public record, as well as comments from the public, agencies, tribes,
organizations, and other stakeholders into the public record. PAPL held Public Open Houses in Kinder and
Sulphur, Texas on May 2 and 3, 2017. The FERC staff participated in those meetings to describe the FERC
process and provide those attending with information on how to file comments with FERC.

On May 25, 2017, the FERC issued a NOI for the Louisiana Connector Project. This notice was
sent to 1,299 interested parties including federal, state, and local officials; agency representatives;
conservation organizations; Native American tribes; local libraries and newspapers in the project area; and
property owners in the vicinity of project facilities.

OnJune 12, 13, and 14, 2017, we conducted three public scoping sessions in Sulphur, Kinder, and
Eunice, Louisiana, respectively, to provide an opportunity for the public to learn more about the project and
provide comments on environmental issues to be addressed in the EIS. Four persons provided comments
during the sessions, one of which expressed support for the project, one of which noted they are not affected,
and two of which expressed environmental concerns. On June 12, 2017, FERC staff visited the proposed
pipeline route. In addition, on June 13, 2017, we attended a meeting hosted by the Coushatta Tribe of
Louisiana to discuss the project and the FERC process. At that meeting, the Coushatta Tribal Historic
Preservation Office expressed the tribe’s concerns regarding potential impacts on its cultural resources
throughout the Louisiana Connector Project corridor. Representatives from PAPL also attended this
meeting.
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On October 16, 2018, a government to government meeting between FERC staff and the Coushatta
Tribe of Louisiana, and a meeting between FERC staff, the Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana, and PAPL, was
held to discuss the tribe’s historical, archaeological, cultural, and religious ties to the Louisiana Connector
Project corridor, and potential cultural resource impacts and mitigation issues, including proposed tribal
monitoring and updates to PAPL’s Unanticipated Discoveries Plan.

During the scoping comment period for PALNG’s and PAPL’s Projects, we received comments on
a variety of environmental issues. Substantive environmental issues identified through this public review
process are addressed in this EIS. The transcripts of the public scoping and draft EIS comment sessions
and all written comments are part of the FERC’s public record for the Projects, and are available for viewing
under the Projects pre-filing docket numbers and the application docket numbers.

We issued a Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed
Port Arthur Liquefaction Project, Texas Connector Project, and Louisiana Connector Project on
September 28, 2018. The draft EIS was mailed to 1,540 federal, state, and local government agencies; elected
officials; Native American tribes; affected landowners; local libraries and newspapers; intervenors in the
FERC’s proceeding; and other interested parties. The notice described procedures for filing comments on
the draft EIS and announced the time and locations for public comment sessions on the draft EIS.

We held three public comment sessions during the draft EIS comment period. The comment
sessions were held in October 2018 in Port Arthur, Texas and Kinder and Sulphur, Louisiana. The comment
sessions provided interested parties with an opportunity to present verbal comments on our analysis of the
environmental impacts of the Projects as described in the draft EIS. A total of 17 people commented at the
sessions. In addition, 19 parties submitted a total of 22 letters in response to the draft EIS. All
environmental comments on the draft EIS have been addressed in this final EIS. Copies of the comment
letters, transcripts, and our responses are provided in appendix T of this final EIS.

PROJECT IMPACTS

We evaluated the potential impacts of construction and operation of the Projects on geology; soils;
water use and quality; wetlands; vegetation; wildlife, aquatic resources, and essential fish habitat;
threatened, endangered, and special-status species; land use, recreation, and visual resources;
socioeconomics; cultural resources; air quality and noise; reliability and safety; and cumulative impacts.
Where necessary, we recommend additional mitigation to minimize or avoid these impacts. Section 5 of
the EIS contains a compilation of our recommendations.

Overall, construction of Projects would disturb about 10,612 acres of land and open water, and
operation of the Projects would require about 7,953 acres. For the land not used permanently to operate the
Projects, PALNG and PAPL would allow the remaining land disturbed during construction to return to pre-
construction conditions and uses.

Construction of the Liquefaction Project would result in impacts on about 948 acres of open land,
road/transportation land, wetlands, and open water; of which about 898 acres would be permanently
impacted. Associated with the Liquefaction Project would be the dredging of material in the Port Arthur
Canal. This material would be placed at four locations: existing Dredge Disposal Areas 8, 9, and 9A, and
at the J.D. Murphree WMA.. The proposed dredging and disposal would affect an additional 6,071 acres of
land, and includes the beneficial reuse of dredge material to create about 1,269 acres of coastal marsh
wetland. Construction of the Texas Connector Project would affect about 665 acres of agricultural land,
open land, forest land, residential land, industrial/commercial land, road/transportation land, wetlands, and
open water, of which about 186 acres would be permanently impacted. Construction of the Louisiana
Connector Project would affect about 2,807 acres of agricultural land, open land, forest land, silviculture
land, rangeland, residential land, industrial/commercial land, and open water, of which about 771 acres
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would be permanently impacted. About 14.7 miles, or 43 percent, of the Texas Connector Project’s pipeline
rights-of-way would be collocated with existing rights-of-way; about 95.4 miles, or 73 percent, of the
Louisiana Connector Project’s pipeline right-of-way would be collocated with existing rights-of-way.

Based on our analysis, scoping, and agency consultations, the major issues associated with the
Projects are impacts on wetlands, visual resources, air quality, noise, and cumulative impacts.

Wetlands

Construction of the Projects would impact 2,677.7 acres of wetlands, of which 1,080.0 acres would
be permanently affected by either fill, loss of function, or conversion to emergent wetland.

Construction of the Liquefaction Project would affect a total of 1,661.9 acres of wetlands, of which
724.0 acres would be permanently filled. Due to previous dredge disposal disturbance at the project site,
however, these wetlands are considered low quality. PALNG would offset impacts on USACE
jurisdictional wetlands through mitigation measures included in its project Compensatory Mitigation Plan.
The mitigation measures include the beneficial reuse of over 7.8 million cubic yards of dredge material
excavated from the ship berthing area and Pioneer Dock. The beneficial reuse of this material would create
about 1,268.8 acres of coastal marsh wetland. PALNG’s wetland mitigation would include adhering to the
measures in the Commission’s Wetland and Waterbody Construction and Mitigation Procedures
(Procedures) to control erosion, to minimize construction disturbance, and to ensure wetland restoration;
acquisition of credits at a USACE-approved wetland mitigation banks; and compensatory mitigation, the
amount of which will be determined based preliminary jurisdictional determinations by the USACE.
PALNG has filed a draft Compensatory Mitigation Plan with the USACE, Galveston District, as part of its
Clean Water Act, section 404, and Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10, permit application filing.

Relocation of State Highway (SH) 87 and associated utilities would temporarily impact 140.8 acres
of wetland and permanently impact 45.1 acres of wetland. All areas outside the new roadway and
maintained right-of-way would be allowed to revert to preconstruction conditions while forested wetlands
would revegetate to palustrine and estuarine emergent or scrub-shrub wetlands.

Construction and operation of the Texas Connector Project and Louisiana Connector Project would
affect about 238.1 acres and 636.9 acres of wetlands, respectively, of which 66.8 acres and 244.1 acres,
respectively, would be permanently disturbed during operation of the projects. Emergent (palustrine and
estuarine), scrub-shrub (palustrine), and unconsolidated bottom wetlands would be temporarily affected
during construction and operation of the pipeline projects because the vegetation would return to a
community that would function similarly to the pre-construction community. The 19.9 acres and 146.3
acres of forested wetlands that would be cleared for construction along the Texas Connector Project’s and
Louisiana Connector Project’s pipeline and lateral construction rights-of-way, respectively, would result in
long-term impacts to the value and functions of the wetlands because of the long regeneration period of
these vegetation types. PAPL would implement the mitigation measures outlined in its project-specific
Environmental Plan, which includes the FERC’s Procedures, to control erosion and restore the grade and
hydrology after construction in wetlands. In addition to the measures outlined in our Procedures, PAPL
would be required to comply with any mitigation measures identified in the USACE permit conditions for
the pipeline projects. With the implementation of PALNG’s and PAPL’s Project-specific plans, PALNG’s
proposed beneficial use of dredge material to restore emergent wetlands, the proposed mitigation measures
discussed in this EIS, and our recommendations, significant impacts on wetlands due to construction and
operation of the Projects are not anticipated.
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Visual Resources

The liquefaction site would include many aboveground structures that could result in a visual
resource impact. These include three LNG storage tanks that would be about 256 feet high each,
liquefaction trains, and new buildings and infrastructure. In addition, most of these structures would require
lighting. PALNG would site the liquefaction facilities along the Port Arthur Canal, which would create a
strong vertical visual contrast across a relatively flat existing landscape. The ship berths, offloading
facilities, and utility buildings would also alter the existing viewshed. The storage tanks and liquefaction
facilities would not be screened and would result in permanent visual impacts on views from the eastern
edge of the nearby J.D. Murphree WMA.. Impacts on views for those traveling on SH 87 and SH 82, visiting
Pleasure Island or the Port Arthur Canal, boaters in the waterway, and viewers from a variety of recreational
locations would be relatively minor due to existing industrial facilities surrounding and northeast of the
project area. In addition, viewers may be able to see the ground flare at night when in use; however,
PALNG would restrict any permanent lighting needed for the Liquefaction Project terminal facilities to the
property boundaries and ensure that the permanent lighting is pointed downward towards these sites. We
conclude that, because of the existing commercial, industrial, and developed nature of the area, including
the existing Golden Pass liquefaction terminal within 3 miles of the proposed project, impacts from facility
siting and its lighting would be consistent with the area.

Air Quality and Noise

The Projects are generally located in air quality attainment areas; however, the delivery of
equipment and facilities by marine vessels would pass through the Houston-Galveston-Brazoria area which
is classified a marginal nonattainment area for the 2008 8-hour ozone standard. Based on our General
Conformity applicability determination, the marine operation emissions would not exceed the general
conformity determination thresholds for nitrogen oxides or volatile organic compounds (both precursors
for ozone). As such, General Conformity would not apply to the Projects.

Construction emissions for the liquefaction facility would occur for an estimated 60 months of
construction. The construction emissions would not be a permanent source of emissions, and, therefore,
not have a long-