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(7:07 P.M.)

MS. DUNN: Could everyone please be seated.
We're going to get started. I apologize for the altered
stuff. We had a little difficulty with our set of
microphones.
First, I want to thank you all for coming
tonight to the Ingleside Energy Center ING Terminal and
Pipeline Project public comment mesting.

My name is Shannon Dunn, and I recognize a
lot of faces out there in the crowd. I'm with the Fedsral
Energy Regulatory Commission. I'm the envirommental

project manager for the Ingleside Energy project. With me

Laura de la Flor,

Ly o conuent, on

Sialement, abbreviated

od An our Fioal EIS.

1r she midss the 45-gay

comnent perind, and 1t's during this pericd that we
collect comments from the public. A Notice of

Availability was roject on February 24th,

2005. The comment period will end on April 18th. All

PM

Continued, page 2 of 23
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comments received, written, during this period, or
verbally tonight, will be addressed in the final EIS.

If you wish to speak tonight, please be sure
to sign the speakers list at the sign-in table as you
walked in. If you do not wish to speak tonight, there is
another sign-up sheet where you can write down any
comments or concerns you may have. 2And lastly, you can
file any written comments with the Commission until April
18th.

For us to adequately address your comments,
we need them as soon as possible. I would like to add
that we strongly encourage electronic filing of any

camments. And the instmctions for this can be located on

W oa Bopy of thé dvaft HIG, you

ol BIE. IE yeu 42

tHede' s Yol ab

LI i

wnd madled
it out, we forward Lhat on to cur commissioners. The
‘commissionexs at FERC will use this as one of the toels to
determine whethay to issue a certificate, which would be

the authorization for this project.

PM

Continued, page 3 of 23
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Your comments will be transcribed by a court
reporter to ensure that we get an accurate record. A
transcript of this meeting will be placed on the public

cycle at FERC so that everyone can access that

dinformat
We will now begin taking speaksrs from the
speakers list. When youy iame ig called, please step up
‘o the podium, this way, and state your mame for the
vécord: Please, 1if you could, be as specitic as possible
with your comments. That will eénsure that we uUnderstand

what vour issues are and make sure that we can respond

acecordingly:

leproisitice Auye

o van't hew

My nafate

It's -- it's been my recommendation, going
on several projects mow, that vou supplement the draft

EiSes before veou go to the final. If I see a final EI&

for this project, the Ingleside Energy Project, which does

PM  Continued, page 4 of 23

PM-1  Comment noted. Also, seeresponseto |1-14.
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not require that the dredge material be placed in the
Alcoa pending slot, in other words, if it's allowed to be
placed in dredge material disposal area as routine, then I
am contemplating upon receipt of the final Environmental
Impact Statement filing suit to stop this action, the
Cheniere Broject; and all other LNG projects in the Gulf
of Mexico.

ME. DUNMN: Thank vou, 2Pat Suter.

MS. SUTER: I'm Pat Suter, and I'm chairtan
of the local Coastal Bend Sierra Club, and I am ar- --
and -- for their -- from their point of view. We are
disturbed by the ING PEIS (gic} and final EIS that's here

becaise vie feel that they have not adegualely addressed

the cumul

cive effects of having three NG g

8 arony La

ing en thsre.

L they

ratanding €f

will ¢lose the chamnel W that ship gomes in Lo other

il Atmospheris

Adwministratior the various

chHat ars &8 i, and chisve's
some 3C -- let me count them -- 31 that are under
consideration. And of those, ten are along the Texas

coast, and three are in La Quinta Channel. And we feel,

r—h

rom the Sierra Club, that a definitive cumulative study

PM

Continued, page 5 of 23

In accordance with 33 CFR 165, the Coast Guard may establish
safety and/or security zones around the LNG vesselsin transit and
while docked. These zones, aswell as other procedures involving
the inbound and outbound transit of the LNG carriers, would be
addressed later in the development of the Coast Guard’'s LNG
Vessel Management and Emergency Plan.
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PM-2 1 should be done of the affects of these materials -- these

2 plants on the Texas coast, and particularly, on La Quinta

3 Channel .

4 In addition to the three ILNG plants -- and

5 don't get me wrong, we're not against LNGs. As a matter

3 of fact we support LNG plarts in various locations. But

.  reet that 4 cwmlabive Study dhonld Do e o PM-3 A discussion of the cumulative effect on ship traffic of the three
o 7 we feel that a cumulative study should be done. BAnd one propom LNG proj &ts and the Otha‘ projects along the LaQuinta

8 of the things that ghould be addressed tonight is; is the L. A A

9 traffic that will be in La Quinta Channel if all of these Channel isincluded in sections 4.12 and 4.13.

10 plants come to fruition, as well as the Porxri of Corpus

AT Christi container facility. If they increage the length

12 of the La Quinta Channel, there are going to be an awful

13 lat. of &hips usin

14 and e

15
- v ' PM-4  Asindicated in section 4.2.3 of this EIS, the City of Port Aransas

18 With Thy eurelpet. std the GUHEr has partnered with the Texas General Land Office and the Port of

12 7 3 - 6 ¢ Corpus Christi Authority to construct concrete bulkheads that

0 would protect about up to 6,000 linear feet of shoreline along the

21 it tiin a7d b : : Corpus Christi Ship Channel. The City of Port Aransas intends to

22 We're also concerned about Lhe spoil site seek additional funding over the next five to 10 years to address

23 for the dredging in this particular proposal. They, shoreline erosion issues. Ingleside San Patricio, and others, have
PRES 21 apparently, wish to use a public disposal site that indicated that they would participate in this endeavor.

25 currently is listed in the Port of Corpus Christi disposal

26

PM-5  Seeresponse to comment 11-14.
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1. site. And the reason for the concern is that once that
2 site is full and maintenance dredging would have to take
o 3 place to keep the channel open, the Port of Corpus Christi
4 will have to put their spoil somewhere. And if the site,
5 4k P.A, No; 13, if that site ie full, then they
6 will be inclined to put *helr spoil or dredging material,
7 as they like to call it, in cpen bay, and open bay
8 digposal. is something that we have fought a great deal.
i Another guestion that ocecurrsd to us ig the
1c pipeline capacity £
s Wj tnl%: partx}cu.:a:: ‘Aocatlén, L\‘o o%e Eeem.s; to e a:)lc;a ;_.fuj tell P|\/|-6 % response to comment |1—6
12 us 1f there Is enough capacity if all three of the LNG
13 plLanls A > buill, and they're
i4 ve o slily eute
18
PRA7 A% PM-7  Asindicated in section 1.1 of this EIS, there are currently 12 LNG
e exporting countries. The leading exporters of LNG arein
19 Indonesia, Algeria, Malaysia, Trinidad and Qatar with Russia and
Iran having the potential to also be leading exporter.
Liquefaction, the conversion of natural gasinto LNG, would occur
22 at facilities located in exporting countries. The LNG would be
sver elee i € we'll s transported from these areas to the Ingleside Energy Center LNG
24 /o in writing. Thank you. Terminal in specially designed ships and then vaporized for
25 MS. DUNN: Thank you. Mayor Fernando Gomes. delivery into existing interstate and intrastate natural gas pipelines
north of Sinton, Texas. The political condition of these countries
is outside the scope of this EIS.
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MAYOR GOMEZ: Good evening. My name is
Fernando P. Gomez, G-O-M-E-Z. I am the Mayor for the City
of Gregory. I am here tonight representing the City of
Gregory that will support this -- this effort, this

proje For many years, this -- the South Texas reglon

feve that this is

is in n

d of economic growth, We &

now Lhe time to

process and bring it to
South Texas. Thank you very much.
MS, DUNN: Thank you. Roger TenNapel.

TENNAPEL:

My name is

Roger Teni:

el; and I'm here as the person for Port

Industries rpus Che ganization represents

Liss thak either cenduct .or support a hugs

For Duel and crude

T don't want to

on® Oh, 1t

MZ, DUNN: ¥ega. Thsok vob,

MR. TENNAPEL: It's not cften that I do
thisg, Port Industries supports the locatiom of LNG
facilities in the Coastal Bend. ING facilities have been

in operation inside and outside of the United States for

PM  Continued, page 8 of 23

PM-8  Thank you for your comment.
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many years. Protecting people issues have been identified
and addressed.
We believe the facilities such as the one

proposed by Ingleside Energy Center can and will be

We believe that ING can be safely and

Christi Ship Channel

v. Additional

sources of natural gas will feed our menber companies so

we can compete in worldwids marketplaces.

Having mult e wvigble sources of ING

available will help to ensure the ongoing economic

benefits to the community provided by these existing

in addition te the dirxed 1 ite

aE 5 redsddably

the 18NS, #2nd o

e the re Plan it i

are spviponmentally sound

#.  Menliey Soupd

1 OUY axea;

THank yoit.

MR

A

PM  Continued, page 9 of 23

PM-9  Thank you for your comment.
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1 I close enough? I'm Ray Allen with the Coastal Bend Bays
2 and Estuaries Program. I appreciate the opportunity to
3 speak tonight and would like to comment on the draft EIS.
4 First, I want to thank the folks out at
5 Ingleside Energy for their efforts. They has consulted
6 with the Estuaries program, we has discussed a number of
7 the issues related to this project, mostly to a result of
8 our satisfaction: We believe the -- the location for the
9 proposed facility on the La Quinta Channel is a good
1¢ location, one that minimizes the potential risk to the
1L public, and as being an already industrial area it's very
12 suitable for this type of activity.
13 And. like
14
15
13
n
1%
2% PM-10 Seeresponse to comment A4-5.
P10 2L the Seapay
22 rotection and respiration. So we are amxious and -- Lo
23 see a more fully developed m: ation plan, and I'm
24 confident that that is coming. 2And we would approve of
25 FERC moving forward with permitting process.
28
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1 And I guess all in all we like the location,
2 think it's a good place. We think it's a good, clean fuel
3 source for the United States. We encourage FERC to
4 continue to move forward by addressing some of these
5 the final EI$, Thank you.
[ MS: DUNN: I'm going check the microphons,
7 Everyone in the back, can you hear back there?
8 (AUDIENCE MEMEERS RESPOND IN THE NEGATIVE.)
g MS. DUNN: Yeah, it's -- it's working: I'm
10 sorry. I : Cathy Hibeohnan.
A7,
12
13 Mg My name isg
14 thy Hizschna
1% Cewmerds, Thank you
18 o Lond
a7
18

21

22 want to contin to be a good neighbor to surrounding

Z3 ‘Commun s and industries.

24 Inglegide is ripe and ready for this type of PI\/I-ll Thank yOU for your comment.
PM-11 25 ING development and expansion. The Ingleside Chamber of

26
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PM-11 1 Commerce is heavily involved in economic development, and

2 we encourage you to approve and expedite the necessary

3 permits for Oxy Energy Ingleside. Thank you.

4 MS. DUNN: Judge Terry Simpson.

5 JUDGE SIMPSON: Good evening. I want to

8 nk you also for be

7 this San Patricio

2 the Commissioners

9

1e support all

1.1 We have foun

12 bringing © facilitvd

13 work with the county &nd the local sommunities with any

14 g fnd they b shown, by Oxy's

15 wasnue T In this epuficy for wany, it

15 sellent Fobs the that

17 company; and T omay

18 will e &

18

20 3 County

24 chat Oxy, s U Nt

22 on, will will be an P|\/|-12 Thank yOU fOI" your comment.
PM-12 23 evolving process. And through that evdlvement, I feel

24 confident that they will take whatever st as these

25 gs begin to progr ; hecessary to alleviate any of

26
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1 the concerns that some of the other groups have. We want
2 to protect our environment. We want to make sure that
3 whatever is done in this county also is not a detriment to
4 anyone else along the particular channel.
5 We request that the Federal Energy
€ Commigsion move these projects along as rapidly as

PM-12 7 possible. And that I feel like that the process that is
8 ongoing is for the safety of the community. It will
9 address the concerns that we have. And like I say, the
10 company, OxyChem, has been a good neighbor and they will
AT continue to be so, Aud we fully support thelr endeavor to
iz of the &conomic
13 r along with some
14
15 BIS coning
15 & baen
17 a1l working
i8 Lo everyine' g

Garrizlo.

MSs DUNN: Thank veu.

21 Thark i having thig

22 meeting this evening. We appreciate the opportunity. I'm
23 cutive Director of the

24 We're an organization that
25 hed in 1991 to bring together
28

Appendix H — Comments on Draft EISand Responses H-74



20050330-4024 Issued by FERC OSEC 03/30/2005 in Docket#: CP05-11-000

PM-13

PM-14

PM-15

21

5}
(¥}

S}

L

M
S

IS

i

S}
o

18104 14
FIELD
menmbers of industry, environmental groups, academics,
private citizens, and people who are generally concerned
with the economics and the health of our bay system. So
having clean and productive bays is extremely important to
my organization.
Wa believe that working with industry is
very important. We have a long-ierm working relationship

with Oxy and several oth industries along the ship

channel.. But it ig important, I belisve, persona’ly, for
all thesse LNG plants to be locked at as their cumulative

Mrz. Allen talked

effect. And aiso the mitigatien,

about, is an iwmportant consideration. And I believe

re will be good par

DUNN;  Lauks Mill

MS. MILLEE I'm Laura Miller,

nibex of Commerce. And on

director of ti

behalf the Pertland Chamber of Commerce, I'd 1i

express onr support of the Occid

Continued, page 14 of 23

PM-13 Seeresponse to comments 11-2 and 11-3.

PM-14 See response to comment 11-6.

PM-15 Thank you for your comment.
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Corporation's proposed LNG receiving terminal and natural

gas pipeline. Through this pipeline -- or through this

project, OxyChem will continue to preserve our existing

job base while creating new jobs for our future.

also taken conservation measure --

er and ehergy usage. And OxyChemn

y are extremely
great neighbors. And

to mové forward with the permitti

process. Thank you.

MS. DUNK: Alberteo Hinojosa? No? John

Good ave

-

s endorae

SEdiEl R onmined

. bhe world. Sl
the corporations Lo provide jobs with ocur industries. And
to have liquefied natural gas coming into Corpus Christi

les needed energy for our businesses here in

not only suppl

our region, but also provides a stabilization of the

PM

Continued, page 15 of 23
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1 energy level that we're already using.

2 So the Corpus Christi Regional Economic

3 Development Corporation fully endorses liquefied natural P'\/I'16 Thank you fOI’ your Comment

PM-16 4 gas. We fully endorse OxyChem and the rest of the stream

5 that's in, and we request your permitting as quickly as

3 pogsible. Thank you very wmuch.

7 MS. DUNN: vou. Jim Price.

8 MR. PRICE: My nawme is Jim Frice. I'm the

9 County Commissioner for Preginct 4 which includes Aransas

10 Pase and Ingle ide-on-the-Bay. And this ING --

L. proposed LNG facility would be in my precinct. Ths

cury

nt OxyChem chemical plant is in ny precinct. To

A3 date, I would Lo say that T

14 sxeellent

MES Citiuens
17 apen a0l

18 Baut #har i

e HIAHL,

sTand §

cepling thels

terrsYier b

B4 SR

sty and

XAl .
22 lso, the LNG facility a$ it is proposed

23 there on their facility, I think, would -- would harmonize
z4 very well with -- with thé éxisting environment.

25 Bagically, where they're proposing to put it is within

2%
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1 their existing facility. Therefore, it's not using any
2 more land than what is now being used by them.
3 I think that their excellent safety record,
4 as well as their -- their demonstration of their
5 forthcoming, they have been very forthcoming with
6 explaining to different clubs and civie organizations
7 aboul their intent, about everything that's been involved
8 with the LNG facility, the ships that would bring it in
g and other things. And I would urge you to approve this
10 facility and expedite its approval.
11 I think that OxyChem has demonstrated that
12 good steward of the environmert,
PM-17 13 good partner to have in our
14
15
18 bl
17 Good evenir
18 g that Ifve
19

2L of Portliand,

22 I Just wanted Lo pay a few nide things about
23 Oxy. As a former shipmaster and as a pilot, I've

24 seen the -- their terminal cperation -- their ma

25 terminal operation up close and personal, and they run a
26

PM  Continued, page 17 of 23

PM-17 Thank you for your comment.
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first-rate, safe marine terminal at Ingleside. So just --
just for the record.
As -- as -- from the pilots point of view,
we've been working with them from the inception of this
project as to, vou know, to -- to locok at all the angles,

te lock at their terminal, to help design a churning

&

bagin. 2And you know, whatever they need with -- with --

we've been there to help t out. Just basically, our --

our function, to lend our special expertise to the local
ndustry, to the regulatory -- regulatory authority, to
the state authorities, And you know,

We den't see

any major and we, Just

dive rhis &ud

ithe good

ng. My name

af

dene .

ghbor gince, I think, in the '70s.

OxyChem has been a ne

They've been a good neighbor, They're a partner in our

commuinity. Théy have an oubs

extrenaly coop

tive with the city

PM

Continued, page 18 of 23

PM-18 Thank you for your comment.
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1 and law enforcement, our emergency management people,

2 the coordination of -- of training, of handling minor

3 incidents that may have occurred over the years.

4 never had any problems.

5 I'm here tonight representing the City

[ Council, and there's a few members seated ir the audience.
7 I apologize for the Mayor not being able to be

8 had a prior commitwent. We fully support the efforts

9 OxyChemn to establish an leside Eneryy Certer.

10 ence will be done to protect
1.7 the environment, to provide the nescessary safety

PM-18 12 mechanigmns to keep our citizens safés.

13 And. again.

14 paritner in owr commind Gy

15 -

1% S0 we walcome Oxy

17 pravigion

18 our relationshiyp.
18
28 B PUNN: Thab's the end
21, e . Riyons & - fOE LW U

22 MR. BRUBECK: I appreciate the privilege to
23 be here in front of you. My name is Greg Brubeck.

24 the Deputy Diréctor of Engineering for the Port of Corpus
25 Christi. I had some prior engagements this afterncen and
26

19

PM  Continued, page 19 of 23

PM-19 Thank you for your comment.

Appendix H — Comments on Draft EIS and Responses

H-80



20050330-4024 Issued by FERC OSEC 03/30/2005 in Docket#: CP05-11-000

10

11

12

18104

FIELD

this evening so I did not get the opportunity to listen to
all of the comments, but from those that I -- I did, I
think you've heard from some of the users of the Port.

For the record, the Port of Corpus Christi
has monitored the process of this LNG project, as well as
several cother either onshore or offshore projects. We're
taking a look at our port facilities, our ship channel
system, and we've been impressed with them all. OxyChem
is a first-class coperation. They're a -- an existing user
of the Port, and we've had the opportunity to meet with
them and to discuss their future use of the sghip channel,
and they‘ve been very receptive to the comments that we've

ade

E

C aygstiizatieng in the loe

snvipdhmeital shganisatichs

that; 2And from what I'wve Iz

that -- Lhst have been vaised, I thivk thoss wiil be more

From an operational standpoint, there's no
reason why the existing Corpus Christi Ship Channel system
can't accommodate this ING terminal as well as others.

From a design and construction standpoint, there are no

20

PM

Continued, page 20 of 23
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1 reasons why the environment won't benefit through
2 appropriate mitigation. I heard Ray Allen up here when I
3 first got here talk about concerns he might have, but he's
4 fully confident that they will be adequately addressed,
5 and I am also:
6 And for the record, on behalf of the other
7 representatives of the Port Commission that would -- would
B8 have like to have been here tonight, but gome are in
9 Austin, some are at other functions over in Corpus, and I PM-20 Thank yOU for your comment.
P20 10 got elected to come over here tonight. And it's a
11 orivilege to tell vou that we -- we Fully support this
12 project and would edcourage you to issue them a permit as
13
18
a1
18
12 approxitetely :, 000 gublc melars b
20 PM-21 Asdiscussed in section 2.2.1.2 of this EIS, the LNG terminal berth
PM2T 1 n ates thar and off-loading facility would be designed to handle ships ranging
22 storage capacity is one ship pius & little. Aud if there in capacity from 71,500 m® up to 250,000 m®. The figure of
23 are going to be 140 ships, which is the maximum capacity 140 ships per year is an average based on the more common size of
24 of the termina’, that would mesn that the onshore storage LNG tankers currently in use and the total 320,000 m® volumetric
25 capacity is roughly three-and-a-half days worth of capacity of the tanks. The shipping schedule would be determined
26 by the tank inventory, pipeline demand, and the size of the carriers
actualy used.
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1 offload, roughly. And that would seem to be a

2 substantially -- or a potentially inadequate level of

3 storage for an operation of this size.

4 As much as we're going to have days where

5 the capacity i going to go if

)

would indicate

é “here 1is o nmore storage capaclty?

PM-21 . FAE ERAES HE X ; i 47 3 . e « e
7 that there is a potential need for sgome area of grealer

3 storage. And if rthere isn't any gresdter storage, then how

9 is the storage and distribution of those large volunmes of

1 gas go

to be handled? Thank you.

akiE 1$. DUNN: Thanks. Now that is thes end of

12 my speaker 1: Does ar

ona alse wish to speak?

Lo¥ sfiment meeti

IS ST O S
[ SO T

n
o
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1. THE STATE OF TEXAS \
2 COUNTY OF SAN PATRICIO \
3 I, SONIA G. TREVINO, certified shorthand reporter in
4 and for the State of Texas, do hereby certify that the
5 above and foregoing contains a true and correct
3 transcription of all proceedings in the above-styled
7 matter, all of which ocourred before and were reported by
8 me .
9 1 further certify that the total cost for the
10 preparation of this Reporter’'s Record is §
kil will be paid by
12 WITNESS MY HAND this the 05th day of April,
13
2.4
15 Sonha &, Teevite. C.8.R. #2274
18
47
18 Corplis Chri
1% (3e0) BE2-7843
20
Z1
22
23
24
25

PM
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