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A TEXAS CHEMICAL COUNCIL

m“ 1402 Nueces Street + Austin, Texas 78701-1586 » (512) 646-6400 « Fax (512) 646-6420

March 29, 2005 C o 1
The Honorable Patrick Wood Il . E
Chairman 0 . 8 o
Federal Enetgy Regulatory Commission E A) /A, 5 o 3
888 First Street, NE e, g Se
) iy b0 =7
‘Washington, DC 20426 vy [ = 2
s 3
Re:  Ingleside Energy Center é‘;? =2 = Z
Dacket Numbers CPOS-1] through 14 HE ns i
Dear Chairman Wood, g W &
Qced eun has prop io locate an LNG receiving témminal nextto its

chemical manufactiring facilities near Ingleside; Texas. As Prosident of the Texas
Chemicel Conncil, T am writing to support {tis projest. TCC represents 90 percent of the
Texas ical fndustry and dre ad % for a sirong business climate and fair

gulatory i Our bershi for almost 25% percent of the entive

petroshemical production in the United States, ;

A pmjm Jike this means new jobs, a stronger tax base and other sconomic activity that is
essential to the well being of the State of Texas and San Patricio County,

The Oy termiinal has o nuiviber of unique sipeits thel make i perticuledy attractive b -
s Flrst, it proyides a vew source of natural gas and vaturl gas Hquids thatare a primary
feedstock for our industry. Second, thoir use of waste heat from the chemical operitions

dywill atically reducs fresh water 6 it aveid the alr emissions
that ptherwise are associated with developnionts of €15 type. | i rare o have & major
development of this seale with sot only mitima) envi 1 impact; but fngfii
environmantel benefits sa well. Finally, Oscidentsl Chemical has operated in this aes
for a tiarober of yéars: They have s Hent operatipgs record and the
trustof the comumunity, :

T vertuin that you will find that this i an excellent project and urge its quick spproval
a5 sarly 25 possible,

Thank you for your consideration,

-

3

Ros Dipprey
Texas Chernical Council

PRINTED GNRECYULED PAPER 3

Co141

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS

CO1 TexasChemical Council

CO1-1 Thank you for your comment.
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Jooeph | O'Neitl, 1L Moduand
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Rebert L. Loy, Austin
e

08 Wesu Thisnunsls Stecor o Ausn, T 1823 =

relors 1 uige the Commissing s appeove theprolsnaplication witiesr delay
el i isputbeforethem.

C, POS-II- 600 EXTERNA'L'“ ur

Fram
71175 l"Q -5 Py %
TEXAS OIL & GAS ASSOCIATION '?EdeLA;54¢ L,'_,I,‘G;"?
K C(j oy
March 29, 2005 HISS1o
The Honorable Patrick Wood lIl Cco2
ainmere J

Texds mm’xx}as Assbciution

CO2 TexasOil & GasAssociation

CO2-1 Thank you for your comment.
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ol CPO5-11-000

"ENAS EXTERNAL AFFAms CO3 Texas Association of Business

SUSTNTSS

2'(1]5 4R -5 py 242 PRO-BUSINESS ® PRO-TEXAS
FOR OVER 75 YLARS

REGU vL s LN:“ Y
March 29, 2005 LATORY CoMMiss)on

Co3

The Honorable Patrick Wood 01

QR!@%%&

}?&;&m" s R proEh mles
g e mﬁ% 2y e Tenes

O CO3-1 Thank you for your comment.

1200 Fyess wdusiin, Togas 78701
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ORIGINAL

Rt
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 2 RO
BEFORE THE % o R0
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION IP~ ? /s 2y
> D
Ingleside Energy Center LLC ) Docket No. CP05-13-000 “’0411‘4 o & 06
) ol
San Patricio Pipeline LLC ) Docket Nos. CP05-11-000 "’77/,%}'
) CP05-12-000 0y
)] CP05-14-000

gl gad Bipeline Projeseissved o &m mﬁm@mm i%mgy CenerLLL (FIECH
andSan Patcielo Pipdline LLESREYS herohy sébminihe Tollowine compentsanli: Dl
g DEI iselin the eaplivendiproceeding. FECand BIF
sespeiliy seguessdhacihe Fval Bavicwrenta tepaorBramenol FRIS yrattent the
sommentsied forfivliersin.
k. Cemments of TEC godl 3PP

A Chmmeniaen Comditive linpacrsissies

LCermrol Grmmonts

IPC and PP resompend o FEIS il mllecr ppplenenralinformiomtiaiond,
-and snalysisperformed siooe the DEIS wescompleted, For exampleithenmilyses ofialiomati
and impacts from sdditionat proposed projects s the area, whichawas petformed during the

Chd

CO4 Ingleside San Patricio

CO4-1 Section 3.0 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.
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Commission's consideration of the Cheniere Corpus Christi and Vista del Sol LNG projects, also

are relevant to Ingleside's FEIS, and, therefore, should be idered. For ple, the
following statement from the Vista del So) FEIS (at ES-7) is particularly relevant: “The

Cheniere Corpus Christi LNG Project (Cheniere) and the Ingleside Energy Center LNG Terminal

and Pipeline Project (Ingleside Energy) are two regional LNG projects that we evaluated and
sepnsidensi to be lochnioally, veonseisally, and wevirommenally bl
ddliveringanitined gag b madkels fusoull Texes thusmedlingobives! sums of e vhifele
 Pfecy elawsver, dees sersonsidon i pEojoamas Aummimeno
e Thglesinls Biergy; wod Wisdn del Bl oot wouldall

... . e

wvidess meshanism Brimporing LING andieidh phuld SelpEiisty hekitneiBing Biniid fod
watral gasde south Taves aod (e Broatis: Unled Sneemarkers™ Thbie 38,00 ofife Visadel

el Tespnef prosesitol iy the IR,

gl manhuld o Seetion 41800 s

D% el mesieunsiliivs svvonmontal fropashs would be Bapliuny 6 sifini® 1BC wid

B s e e mmian be pependod foe fhe REES w e ol spedlle Inpadis fom. | SO4E
inesepsed sedimnialion, dredipings sl sonsteaction cansedby wultile T NG orefectswonld be

7 wRE vths e tiasnis besslnnalepsbii |

CO4 Continued, page 2 of 18

CO4-2  Section 4.13 of this EIS has been updated with information that is
available and relevant.
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substantial and enduring. The FEIS should note that the Commission, on April 13, 2005,
determined that Cheniere's environmental impacts, both individually and cumulatively, were not C0o4-2
significant and did not warrant alteration of the project; therefore the Commission authorized the

project.

Further, it should be noted that the incr /i from the prop d IEC terminal

P

e splgnilicuns. ThedmugniBantadonions eontdbutens ran gualley wstlantivand lagd vsey
o bk e B el Visen SellBu DG mlenss Juallte the inescupebin continsion tucdis
wugpladive fappilyal 4 Seevarponly Hlighlyprenter fan e tmpsoly ol S Thenierproien

Dy el andlliaribe BC pegiber huethe lastsnvironmentil ioigaess offhuibie.
BesBon 4,03 5 and Bertlon 80 perddinieg tnpiined sllesmatives shodBil dismusy e

profente vt siaman

vy Bpitic conuents e Brmlissioneoived popanding the BEIS wavibe
gaston B ByIEC s SpP sfepibne digposalshelirdrugs watenal, DMPAXT,
wpidicavseavaibable wnviramens! inpsasdisiodinitied capainaube NBA-D.
“Hoibapanity ordoulge malerisl badimcion ol bulipatiie ead privels Bellities altasoapl
e etesielin e Curpus i anen. TR sund 8PP b 1 s o plivamedinadgy
Sheposmenan Alves movedy: wed onlvils weDMER-13 Wonlereseen divumsianoes didele
edfinis aniidemalive. To b fum, rreRapadian

CO4 Continued, page 3 of 18

CO4-3 The benefits of integrating the Ingleside LNG Terminal with the
Occidental Chemical manufacturing complex is discussed in
sections 1.1, 2.2.1.5,2.7.1, 2.10.4, 3.2.1.6, 3.3.2, 3.3.3, 3.4.2,
4.3.2.2 of thisEIS. We have updated sections 4.13.10 and 5.1.13
to include a discussion of these integration benefits.

CO4-4 Comment noted. We have revised this EISto indicate Ingleside
San Patricio’s preferred DMPA is the Alcoatailing ponds and that
it hasidentified DMPA No. 13 as an alternative.
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any direct harm from IEC's and SPP's use of DMPA-13, but we note that disposal of dredge
material in this otherwise available public disposal area can not proceed without a determination
by the Port and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ("ACOE") that adequate capacity exists to

date the mai work required in Corpus Christi Bay, as well as the proposed

projects. The Port has determined that placement of IEC and SPP dredge material in DMPA-13
sl noremeasoably anir the Poeebiliey wodispous ol Sedgs vareiah Somegmaid Chid
ing aperafions, sushasiiase shithomey b vequived iy thes progrsed extensioniel e Lo
gl [Fihoy salled on AVIRASLS, IBC o@ S0P wald pay s Roolly use TIMIRA
s sty Sonal someialines. A ponlenol il s el
AL, furibvenpenses: therefoes; noaddiondl ool ineasred by e fax payess:

BOAE
shisstipedisndy bosndonaaed e IeC gl Shr g R,
wnt pubweiglvany wereived bouslitsoflouilding on-ater private propertpsueiuas dhe sites
wowed by Chitniere-or Kigwit Offshads Services ("EO8") (assuming el is-evenegonomicaliy
anihenviranmentally feasible).
Segtion 5143 should alsoreflect the veasons why consirusting the JECand SBY facllities cons

o privatsproperty swned by oihersds speanlative and infeasible. The BEES should, atfhe:

CO4 Continued, page 4 of 18

CO4-5 Wediscuss Ingleside San Patricio’ s stated purpose of integrating

CO4-6

its LNG terminal with the Occidental Chemical manufacturing
complex and how moving its proposed terminal site to another
location would defeat this stated purpose and the associated
benefitsin sections 3.2.1.7, 3.3.2, and 3.3.3. We have revised
section 5.1.13 of this EIS to include a discussion of the integration
benefits.

We discuss the economic benefit of Ingleside San Patricio’s
proposed facility location on Occidental Chemical property in
sections 3.2.1.7, 3.3.2, and 3.3.3, and the availability of alternate
sitesin section 3.3.3.

Appendix H — Comments on Draft EIS and Responses
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CO4 Continued, page 5 of 18

outset, note that it is purely speculative that other private property owners, including competitors,

would even want to lease or convey land to IEC and SPP on acceptable terms, or that IEC and C0O4-6

SPP would find such alternatives as ically or envi Ily viable as co-locating with

other Occidental facilities on its own land. Preparation of the EIS does not require examination

of such speculative alternatives.

coar CO4-7 The cumulative impacts analysisin section 4.13 of thisEIS
addresses the potential combined environmental impacts of all
three projects.

erpironmentl adanugeesl e IBCEEP s, solpaveryenaliaddad mprawoild el
Fioallyin ooiferto conselifiie e iotibepariindd.T BUM o Fiurs forminglsahoneiocdiion;

Sepriacelod mnymene wilable™ |
e CO4-8 Comment noted.

s Cheniureshn, snd ves Waste int fons SHEEIN Xuinind Company, O Bvititngs i§
préspaléd; howevervindidating that waslc Beal st that lootion is avallablednmidfficiont quarifitics
adarasuiableenn vad deltvred piice, Onibe othier hand, fhiepvaiable st tiegrapased
IEISPP sie: Thwoomments Spibersuggestibusc Oodidentl conlilsomshow pipe s wase hese
i e 4B termiml localed nextio Chenle iy, bubibil to keinto o torsdhe
aostuniendnmene iopees, A aneusllyuts Saitlelony ple cusmon worliisve o
dnilge dis et diningd i ngich 16 destindion, Bimayseof

OB CO4-9 Comment noted. See response to comment CO4-5.
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differences in cooling water chemistry, two separate pairs of 52-inch supply and return lines are
required for a total of 24 miles of pipeline. Even if either of these waste heat and cooling water CO4-9

options were possible, they would be ically and envii Iy d compared to

co-locating on Occidental’s own industrial property and taking advantage of waste heat and

cooling water at that location.

G

y mo e ghheanh
siFe G mm&%?&amﬁﬁ«aﬁ%f torsseive Puitd, and launehofishare platbenssar piver
faohiities worslaled ol GBY,

3. essisne] sier greialprares t e aren
HEQ snd BEP seoomnend that the Gillpwigion stmilarespanded discossions be added 4o
Hinonsiderafionslt Wﬁimmﬁiﬁ Beciond 1 3a0he T, Thediiowing

[alurdi]

andadiiionsl discusdion provenied below,

CO4 Continued, page 6 of 18

CO4-10 Comment noted. This alternative is addressed in section 3.3.3 of
this EIS.

CO4-11 Seeresponse to comment CO4-2.
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The most complete and up-to-date chart of proj and lative imp is

in the Vista del Sol FEIS at Table 4.13.1. IEC and SPP also recommend that the updated
CO4-11

estimates of dredge volumes (Table 4.13.2-1); lative imp on wetlands (Table 4.13.3-1);2
cumulative impacts on air quality (Table 4.13.9-1); estimated socioeconomic impacts (Table
4.13.7-1) and estimated ship calls for projects (Table 4.13.8-1) contained in the Vista del Sol
FBySsshould beshitled vs ha dRCRRE VEIRubies

s fallowdisossion Wi

Fheonipass Pon Bespwaer L NG welinal prejrsrseecatly ideadified de koS
Tingpreferred Tosationfuriuonshors flbfvafionof G885, Thetbdicadon sl GESswaild
i1 8epore Tabricalivn site Incdludinpepprpossduilieasing basinsan upland dispossl site
irdhespeilrsumvedidning ereation-of hecavtng bass, and. soadiberseeny conmsmmyon

apea pud the disposaliares; About £.8 mey of soil wouldberexcavaied for tiecasting basin. The

10§-acté fabricatiah sile would be-within the existing bouiidari¢s oF1HE KOS yard. Thé spoil

dispasal site would bedocated adjacent wianexisting vank fams norik of the KOS yardsastofithe  |coavi2
Deeidental chemicelplant. A new drainage diteh would have to'he constructed alopg the-eastern,

edge of tieproperty to/sonvey waterto Kinney Bayou from the groundwater setiling pond

planned for the fabrication site. Boilr the fabrieation siteand the spoil disposal arex argcurrently
goyered by cosstal grasslands and serubishrub vegemtion. No'wetlands were identified atthe
fabrication site, bubtthresemergentherbaceous and mixed serub/shrub wethndewere found:
Suring e wetland Slinearion of e dispaaal sren.. Oacecorplasd e GBYS would berbwed
“hronglithe LaQuinita sud Corpus Christi Ship Channely to e Gull] with their tinal destination,

CO4 Continued, page 7 of 18

CO4-12 See response to comment CO4-2.
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being the Compass Port site about 16 miles off the coast of Alabama. When the GBSs are ready

to be towed from the KOS site, the bund wall would be removed, requiring additional dredging

of 0.7 mey. This dredged material would be disposed of either on the spoil island on the west €o4-12
side of the channel (Dredge Disposal Area 13) or on Berry Island (at Ingleside Point). If the

projr:cl is agproved, the current schedule calls for site prgpamﬁon in 2005, and the complewd

s S b woned B 5008,

grivest iy underamnaideiion badtuds tiediides Raaisanon, Cuififenns, sed Harhoy dee.

I ! ; dredigfing v Foreadh of Biedtues praiing dudk

s, MW m@mﬁﬁmm@m e B Tlsasliobil,
B SRR e orvhe epond, bawever, dial iv sk avifis e wheter less

Hhe terminal lodhe; wﬁw grid. However, thesbility of downstream pipelinesto carry i
corbined sttpnestiis proposs NG plasts Ibatsetionof theconbined dapacity tthenonh,
wespandisouth. Sineothepipsling pidistnieeraied and mult-dirsdona, s definitive

ity over any pertinent tine Fame isugavaildble. fnaddition,

Lok

CO4 Continued, page 8 of 18

CO04-13 Comment noted. Section 4.13 of this EIS has been updated.

CO4-14 Comment noted. See response to comment 11-6.
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the South Texas region is a mature, declining production basin while Mexico's LNG gas demand CO4-14
is growing. Both of these factors indicate the pipeline takeaway capability will increase
significantly.

B. Comments on Specific DEIS R dations and C

1. Section4.2.1 at p. 4-7, lines 8-16

i BiliS sesemmmeniatie IEC el 19 amaiuit Sulls, D
Agiexivve: Napwal Revoaress Coosnnation St UEDARRES ) weadigtbupeniy,
Empsieen wioe Tepleiid oot providewenpr bl Be e d ADWTR fomn. The DY
Pl peoeidneila (60l SEPshodls Blen maponse o any vesommendad e
wgsires wiliefae Commission, ThaBElS denldioedlent Tl 00 and $PF bave consnlieduilh
shp bRl s sl dmabns b sogey 5 2008 Thdsemene
wm&mﬁﬂwﬁwmmmm@mﬁmﬂ By i Aoy THE and 858

3 Seedendddn e 40, edb

ThsDELS rmonmpads thdktbosistingddiventon roport Bemmond
wethad sumvevsifor thesrens notswveyedfueiosooess Bmivdions. Thesswersonly throsprsas
Bdwernol surveped onlint Bowenardlleresswere vissally surveped Bonethenesrosy
Gossibig poinr. Bigged hlliose “Wandow" Sy, a0 IHESE GERGwei® giistminig foby
el “Thie vhited moen, wohiinh B e prpeegy wonth o Ch i cnsek, congin nosdy G
wserdbldhrab beilal. Basedion (bsiafomation; SPPdoes nebientivipale ebwellndsocarin
s agaewlich wers ssniveyed. Whsnacces wofiess propeeies vssonred, SPPal]
vkl Ul mssumption, Ifearcasseppor witlands, SR williveviss thoweilind délinetion
and piboit herevisedvepalt b e ACOR andibs Comsisdlon Seondtary. Howerendf thenpaee

CO4 Continued, page 9 of 18

CO4-15 Section 4.2.1 of this EIS has been revised to include this
information. Also, see response to comment A1-1.

CO4-16 Section 4.4.1 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.
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no wetlands, as anticipated, there would be no need for SPP to revise the delineation report. IEC CO4-16
and SPP request that the recommendation in the FEIS be revised to reflect these considerations.
3. Section 4.4.1 at p. 4-26, line 3

The DEIS recommends that IEC and SPP continue consultation with the "ACOE, FWS,

TPWD, TGLO, NOAA Fisheries and the CBBEP" to develop an Aquatic R Mitigati
Bhanuen be etlvwith teecomuiesion Secraasy pharpoansminion, 15¢ 2 SPPhelds GORAT
copsalisficmmeedor witiiheseagenciesion Mardh 30, 2003 todispess the millgation plarendie
iseiass potaiti pragects. A el miifgivion lanil be sybrittied v the ACOE, e
Clommision Sepresary sod oillevagendios nporeelestion o the riiigetion project, 1ECand 8pF
remest ihabithiese developmenivbeds ahed o the FEIS,

4 Beetlon 484 Dacp 446, Hoe 18

The BE S recommendsibal IECan8 S0P have s biologhshonsile dudingicomsinmefioniy

“Tidkal st Ssist Bitiploys In F¥0idindoy Wiiantto pipihgbloveis Quril Bonsiitiof.
Besanvedopassn el fary will beilimied waheshon period Disingaiiich deywdilhe
dredped for bemew slip, YEE and S¥P nconumend et tewessurelbefimtted e thity
il beBh-aediinpdudgingactivides sl ouly whn Suerintsrig b
presentsspreifivally vmidsuly tomidMay:

B Sestonflap 96, e sy

CO448

Cand 8PP understand the dogal vapirenentsocomply with the Conditions Praced
"ERs"Yionusureeomplisnce witieallreguletions. 1EC and SBY nolelihat someofiae DEIE

of i cheviealintdinp ook Relbeaiippofovsting | O

‘ropasstiony Terminal aonseuction; avd Bipeline sonsivuseion,

CO4 Continued, page 10 of 18

CO4-17 Section 4.4.1 of the EIS has been updated to include a discussion
about Ingleside San Patricio’s March 30, 2005 meeting with
interested federal and state agencies to discussits Aquatic
Resources Mitigation Plan and potential mitigation projects that it
may contribute to.

CO04-18 Section 4.6.1.2 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

CO04-19 We have revised these conditions as appropriate. Please note that
the numbering may have changed.
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Each will have a different schedule duration and timing. IEC and SPP respectfully request that
C04-19
the FEIS, including the dations and mitigation measures required to be performed, be

clearly identified and distinguished in terms of each phase of the project construction.
This comment applies to draft certificate conditions 15, 19, 25, 26, 27, 28, and 62.
Conforming changes also need to be made throughout the FEIS.
6 Weeron S LapSaY, ey

AfifripionpradigedinaE m&mmw%@ﬁﬁbm%ﬂ gmgymmmmum
s dubned i Seoiom BRI 12 wnd B8R 1Tl the Commissiodsragilaiong, ISRER.§ . . . .
B , o ik ] CO4-20 Section 4.12.4 has been updated to include this information.

fe ] CO4-21 The EIS has been revised accordingly.

thitithe FEIS reflgptiths fotdist the USOG msindliy betir of Recommendanoman Febrasty 1,

2005. A wogyol the lener isappanded tn Aftachiment £,

L)1
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2. Table 1.3-1 at p. 1-8, line ACOE
The DEIS notes that a wetland delineation report was submitted to the ACOE during the
summer of 2004 and that a jurisdictional determination was made by the ACOE in October of cos22
2004. 1EC and SPP request that the FEIS reflect the fact that the ACOE has not yet issued a
formal wetlands delineation.

3, W 49201 w409, Uarl; Seodin AT v 4, How'®

46 STt e HETR salns el devdipudianaosind Surey willBespumped ifsbe
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mplies i odmesaerbodie dlssweidd be spes suvrilordianboed opddiled. 1BCusd
PP venpenr s et o diivsectiome e FEIS wilserieinfornationt the tible,
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CO4 Continued, page 12 of 18

CO04-22 We would like to clarify this comment by stating that the applicant
submitted a wetland delineation report for LNG terminal during
July 2004 and June 2004 for the pipeline and that the COE ‘s
jurisdictional determination is pending. The EIS has been revised
accordingly.

CO04-23 The EIS has been revised accordingly.

CO4-24 Section 4.3.2.2 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

CO4-25 Section 4.4.1 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.
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there are actually only 5 to 6 small trees, which do not comprise the dominant component of the CO4-25
vegetative species. IEC and SPP request that this sentence be revised to state only that there are
a few individual trees present.

6. Section 4.6.1.1 at p. 4-43, line 8

The DEIS states that IEC will include the NOAA Fisheries Vessel Strike Avoidance and

o CO4-26 Section 4.6.1.1 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

unch sinller ifShareplnforsvpply ships.

CO4-27 Comment noted.
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CAss CO4-28 Section 4.11.1.3 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.
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9. Section 4.11.1.3 at p. 4-82, line 26

In this section entitled "Chemical Accident P ion Provisions," ("CAP") the DEIS

states that a risk management plan ("RMP") is not required for the project. The Occidental @29

Chemical manufacturing complex is subject to the CAP program regulations and revisions will

be incorporated into the Occidental Chemical facturing complex's RMP as y.
10, Sestion 4110360y, 484, lined
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CO4-29 See response to comment CO4-28.

CO4-30 See response to comment CO4-28.

CO4-31 See response to comment CO4-28.

CO4-32 See response to comment CO4-28.
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13. Section 4.11.1.4 at p. 4-87, line 13

With respect to the possible use of catalysts and filters to reduce air emissions at the

C04-33

construction site, IEC and SPP evaluated the installation of catalysts and filters on the diesel
sources and determined that these actions would be not be practically feasible. IEC and SPP
request that the FEIS be revised to reflect this determination.
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CO04-33 Section 4.11.1.4 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

CO4-34 Table 4.11.1.4-2 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

CO4-35 See response to comment CO4-34.

CO04-36 Figure H-3 has been revised accordingly.

CO04-37 Section 4.12.5.2 of this EIS has been revised accordingly.

C04-38 The EIS has been revised accordingly.

H-49

Appendix H — Comments on Draft EIS and Responses



[Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20050420-0072 Received by FERC OSEC 04/18/2005 in Docket#: CP05-13-000

CO4 Continued, page 16 of 18

FERC Stats. and Regs. [Regs. Preambles] 31,140, on reh'g, FERC Stats. and Regs. [Regs.
Preambles) 4 31,147 (2003); Section 388.112 of the Commission's regulations, 18 C.F.R. §
388.112 (2004); and Section 388.113 of the Commission's regulations, 18 C.F.R. § 388.113

(2004).
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18 Conclusion

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, IEC and SPP respectfully request that the FEIS

reflect the comments set forth herein.

Respectfully submitted,

INGLESIDE ENERGY CENTER LLC AND
L
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that 1 have this day served the foregoing document upon each person
designated on the official service list in this proceeding in accordance with the requirements of
Rule 2010 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 18th day of April 2005.
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