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PM1-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-2 
 
 
 
 
PM1-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As discussed in section 2.1.1.3, Bayou Casotte 
Energy, LLC (Bayou Casotte Energy) would use an 
intermediate fluid vaporizer (IFV) to vaporize the 
liquefied natural gas (LNG).  As a potential back-up 
to the heating provided by the refinery cooling water 
system, two natural gas fire process heaters would 
supplement or replace a portion of the heat normally 
provided by the heat exchange system. 

PM1-1 

PM1-2 

Impacts on wetlands associated with the Bayou 
Casotte Landing Project and Bayou Casotte Energy’s 
proposed mitigation measures are described in detail 
in Section 4.4. 

Bayou Casotte Energy would construct a 1.5-mile-
long spur that would contain five interconnects to 
existing interstate natural gas pipelines.   
Waterbodies and wetlands affected by the proposed 
pipeline are described in sections 4.3.2 and 4.4, 
respectively. 

PM1-3 

Impacts on recreational boating and fishing 
associated with the Bayou Casotte Landing Project 
are discussed in Sections 4.7.3.4 and 4.9.1. 

PM1-4 
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PM1-4 

PM1-5 

Thank you for your comments.  Section 4.1.3.5 
provides information on the models used to evaluate 
future hurricane surge events. 
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PM1-6 
 
 
 
 

PM1-5 

PM1-6 As discussed in Section 2.9, the life span of the 
Project is set to be between 25 to 30 years. 
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PM1-8 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-9 
 
 
 
PM1-10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-6 

PM1-7 

Mitigation measures Bayou Casotte Energy would 
implement to minimize impacts on wetlands are 
described in sections 4.4.4 and 4.4.5.  As discussed 
in section 4.4.5, we have recommended that Bayou 
Casotte Energy continue to consult with U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (COE); Mississippi Department of 
Marine Resources (MDMR); Fish and Wildlife 
Services (FWS); and other applicable agencies to 
finalize its Mitigation Plan. 

PM1-8 

The dispersion modeling was not completed at the 
time the Draft EIS was published.  However, the 
modeling was completed following the comment 
period and is discussed in Section 4.11.1 of the Final 
EIS. 

PM1-9 

The factors used in the design of the proposed 
hurricane levee around the LNG terminal are 
described in Section 4.1.3.4.

PM1-10 

Sediment-related issues associated with the 
proposed project are discussed in Section 4.2.2. 
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PM1-11 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-10 

PM1-11 

Section 4.1.3.1 discusses the seismic setting for the 
project area.  The risk of a significant earthquake 
occurring in the project area is very low. 

PM1-12 

Flooding and storm-related issues associated with 
the proposed project are discussed in Section 
4.1.3.5. 
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PM1-13 
 
 
 
 
PM1-14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-13 

Impacts on wetlands, fisheries, and air quality as a 
result of the proposed project are discussed in 
Section 4.4, 4.5.2, and 4.11.1, respectively. 

PM1-14 

Impacts on air quality as a result of the proposed 
project and Bayou Casotte Energy’s proposed 
mitigation measures are described in detail in Section 
4.11.1. 

PM1-15 

The primary source for LNG vaporization is the 
closed loop IFV system.  Bayou Casotte Energy has 
also proposed two natural gas fired process heaters 
as a back-up.  Table 4.11.1-4 list emissions from 
stationary and mobile sources.  The emissions 
source labeled “heaters” provides the emissions 
information for the two natural gas fired process 
heaters described in the comment. 
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PM1-17 
 
 
 
PM1-18 
 
 
PM1-19 
 
 
 
 
PM1-20 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-15 

PM1-16 

This comment is specific to the Gulf LNG Energy 
Project; Docket Number CP06-12-000. 

PM1-17 

Both methods for vaporization of LNG are discussed 
in Section 2.1.1.3. 

PM1-18 

This comment is specific to the Gulf LNG Energy 
Project; Docket Number CP06-12-000. 

PM1-19 

The purpose and need for the proposed Casotte 
Landing LNG Project is discussed in detail in 
Section 1.1. 

PM1-20 

The purpose and need for the proposed Casotte 
Landing LNG Project is discussed in detail in Section 
1.1.  Alternatives to the proposed project, including 
alternative locations for the proposed facilities, are 
analyzed in Section 3.0.
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PM1-21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-20 

PM1-21 

Offshore LNG terminals were evaluated as an 
alternative to the proposed project but for the reasons 
described in section 3.3.2, were not considered 
environmentally preferable and/or practicable 
alternatives to the Casotte Landing LNG Project. 
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PM1-22 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-23 
 
 
 
PM1-24 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-22 

As discussed in section 4.12.1 and 4.12.8, LNG is not 
explosive as it is normally transported and stored.  
LNG vapors can explode if contained within a 
confined space and ignited.   
While giving recognition to the various comments 
regarding public safety, we note that the thermal 
radiation and flammable vapor exclusion zones 
evaluated in section 4.12 of the EIS would primarily 
be confined to the site, land that would be controlled 
by Bayou Casotte Energy,  or adjacent offshore 
waters.  Also, the thermal radiation hazards for the 
LNG spills on water from the nominal intentional 
breach scenarios, as evaluated in section 4.12 of the 
EIS, would be less than 1 mile from the spill location.  
As stated in the EIS, the entire ship transit from the 
Gulf of Mexico through the Pascagoula Bar, Horn 
Island Pass, Lower Pascagoula, and Bayou Casotte 
Channels to the LNG berth, has no development or 
communities adjacent to the channel or within the 
transient hazard area.  The analysis found no 
excluded uses within the exclusion zones for the 
import terminal, and that while the risks associated 
with the LNG vessel transit cannot be entirely 
eliminated, they can be managed. 

PM1-23 

Measures that would be implemented to avoid or 
minimize impacts on marine mammals are discussed 
in detail in Section 4.6.1. 

PM1-24 

The purpose and need for the proposed Casotte 
Landing LNG Project are discussed in detail in 
section 1.1.  Section 4.8.2 provides information on 
the impacts the proposed project would have on the 
economy and employment in the local area. 

PM1-25 
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PM1-26 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PM1-27 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-25 

See response to PM1-22.  
Regarding pipeline safety, the Department of 
Transportation’s Office of Pipeline Safety is 
responsible for regulating compliance with Title 49 
CFR Part 192 of the Federal Pipeline Safety 
Regulations regarding the operation and 
maintenance of natural gas pipelines.  The CPPUC is 
the state agency participating in the Federal/state 
pipeline safety program.  Pipeline safety is explained 
in Section 4.12.7. 

PM1-26 The environmental impacts associated with the 
Casotte Landing LNG Project are described and 
analyzed in Sections 4.3.1.4, 4.3.2.2, 4.4.4, and 
4.11.1.4  of the EIS.  All of the referenced agencies 
participated as cooperating agencies in the 
development of this EIS. 

PM1-27 
Impacts on air quality as a result of the proposed 
project and Bayou Casotte Energy’s proposed 
mitigation measures are described in detail in Section 
4.11.1. 
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PM1-28 
 
 
 
 
PM1-29 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-27 

PM1-28 

This comment is specific to the Gulf LNG Energy 
Project and will be addressed in the final EIS for that 
project; Docket Number CP06-12-000. 

PM1-29 

Bayou Casotte Energy would construct and operate 
the proposed facilities in accordance with all 
applicable permits.  The major permits, approvals, 
and consultations required for the Bayou Casotte 
Landing Project are identified in Table 1.3-1. 
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PM1-30 

Comment noted.  All comments received on the draft 
EIS for the proposed project have been responded to 
and are included in this comment response appendix.  
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F1-1 
 
 
F1-2 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-3 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-4 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-5 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-6 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F1-1 

F1-2 

F1-3 

F1-4

F1-5 

F1-6 

Thank you for your comment. 

Bayou Casotte Energy’s Field Sampling Plan for 
dredged material did not include analysis for 
dioxins/furans (see Table A-3).  The Field Sampling 
Plan was submitted to the COE and MDMR for approval 
prior to sampling efforts being conducted by Bayou 
Casotte Energy. 

Section 4.2.2 of the DEIS conditions Bayou Casotte to 
complete all sediment sampling, analyses, and 
consultation and submit a report to the Commission and 
cooperating agencies prior to issuance of the Final EIS.  
That information was filed with FERC and is discussed 
in the Final EIS. 

Section 4.2.1.5 discusses erosion.  Although headcut 
erosion is not specifically mentioned, it is not anticipated 
to be a problem because of the level topography of the 
area.  Bayou Casotte Energy’s SWPPP and Plan and 
Procedures (as modified) address erosion issues and 
provides guidelines for erosion control. 

Section 4.13.4.2 addresses cumulative wetland impacts.  
FERC concludes that with mitigation, there would be a 
net increase in the regional coastal marsh resource.  
Section 4.4.3 defines brackish estuarine wetlands and 
section 4.4.4.2 discusses impacts to some brackish 
wetlands.

As described in Section 3.4, one of the criteria for siting 
of the LNG terminal is the minimization of environmental 
impact from construction and operation and avoidance 
of most higher quality wetlands. 
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F1-7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-8 
 
 
F1-9 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-10 
 
 
 
F1-11 
 
 
 
F1-12 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F1-7 
F1-8

F1-9

F1-10

F1-10

F1-11

F1-12

Bayou Casotte Energy is developing a mitigation plan, 
in collaboration with the FWS, COE, and MDMR, that 
would address the appropriate mitigation ratio.  Since 
FWS is involved in the development of the mitigation 
plan, this comment should be addressed by their 
participation.  The final mitigation plan must be 
approved by the cooperating agencies and submitted to 
the FERC prior to construction.  Further, no construction 
will begin until the COE has issued the appropriate 
permits. 

Comment noted.  The FWS should be included in the 
review of the Section 404 and 401 permitting. 

Section 4.6.2.3 discusses how construction will be timed 
to avoid migratory birds.  Clearing and site preparation 
would occur during the first quarter of 2007 (Jan 1 – 
March 31) and would avoid the peak nesting season 
(April 1 – June 30).

We have included a condition that Bayou Casotte Energy 
consult with the Grand Bay Preserve biologist prior to 
construction. 

The DEIS acknowledges the loss of benthic organisms 
during dredging in Section 4.5.2.2. 

We have included a condition that Bayou Casotte 
Energy continue to consult with NMFS during and after 
project construction to address any concerns the 
agency may have. 

H-32



Federal Agency 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F1-14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F1-12 

F1-13

F1-14

Bayou Casotte Energy has completed field surveys for 
these species and their habitats.  The FERC concluded 
that the proposed Project would not adversely affect 
these species or their habitat and FWS states that they 
have no records of these species nesting within the 
proposed Project area.  The FERC has included a 
condition that Bayou Casotte Energy conduct another 
survey immediately prior to construction in response to 
FWS.

Construction would not affect LNG carrier traffic, but 
operation of the proposed Project would.  The corridor 
that LNG carriers would use during operation is an 
existing, actively used shipping channel and no new or 
significantly increased effects to Horn and Petit Bois 
Islands are anticipated. The EIS discusses potential 
impacts to resources on the islands in regards to 
accidental and intentional releases of LNG from the 
LNG carriers as they pass Horn Island and Petit Bois 
Island. 
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F2-1 
 
 
 
 
 
F2-2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F2-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F2-4 
 
 
 
F2-5 
 
 
 
F2-6 
 

F2-2 

F2-3 

F2-5 

F2-4

F2-6

As discussed in Section 4.4.5 of the EIS, Bayou Casotte 
Energy prepared a wetland mitigation plan in 
coordination with several agencies and the mitigation 
plan was included in its Joint Permit Application 
submitted to the COE on July 27, 2006. 

Since the crude oil berth is simply being relocated and is 
not new, crude oil tanker offloading would not increase.  
Impacts from cooling and ballast water withdrawals to 
early stages of aquatic life by LNG carriers are 
discussed in Sections 4.3.2.2 and 4.5.2.2.  The DEIS 
(Section 4.5.2.2) conditioned Bayou Casotte Energy to 
complete consultations with NOAA and MDMR 
regarding these impacts and the Final EIS contains a 
discussion of those consultations. 

F2-1

Impacts on water quality and fishery resources in the 
slip are discussed in Sections 4.3.2.2, 4.5.2.1, and 
4.5.2.2.  NOAA Fisheries is already included in the 
consultations regarding development of BMPs for 
construction and maintenance dredging and associated 
water quality monitoring (see condition in Section 
4.3.2.2).  We have included NOAA in the consultations 
required in the condition (Section 4.3.2.2), regarding 
impacts and potential mitigation or monitoring 
measures. 

We have included a condition that Bayou Casotte 
Energy consult with all of the necessary agencies in 
regards to potential effects on water quality in the slip. 

Dredging disposal alternatives, such as wetland 
restoration, are already discussed in Section 3.7.1.3. 

Beneficial use disposal is discussed in Section 3.7.1.3.  
In Section 4.2.2 we included a condition that required 
Bayou Casotte Energy to consult with the agencies,  
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F2-6  
continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F2-6 
including NOAA regarding sample testing results and an 
evaluation of the suitability of placement for the disposal 
options under consideration, including beneficial use 
sites.  The Final EIS has been updated to reflect the 
results of the sampling and evaluation for the suitability 
of disposal placement. 
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F3-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for your review of the DEIS. 

F3-1 
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F4-1 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-2 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-3 
 
 
 
 
F4-4 
 
 
 
 
 

F4-1 

Section 4.11.1-2 has been expanded to discuss 
visibility and deposition targets. 

F4-2 

Table 4.11.1-1 footnote “f” gives the period of record 
considered, 2002 – 2004.  The station number and 
characteristics will be added to the table. 

F4-3 

Table 4.11.1-4 does show tugboat and mobile rolling stock 
emissions.  The sub-category “mobile emissions” header 
will be changed to bold typeface to make it clear that the 
items that follow are mobile sources. 

Bayou Casotte Energy conducted emissions modeling that 
determined the Proposed Project would not be a major 
PSD source, as discussed in Section 4.11.1.3 of the FEIS. 

F4-4 
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F4-5 
 
 
 
F4-6 
 
 
 
F4-7 
 
 
 
 
F4-8 
 
 
 
 
F4-9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-11 

Bayou Casotte Energy conducted emissions modeling that 
determined the Proposed Project would not be a major PSD 
source, as discussed in Section 4.11.1.3 of the FEIS. 

Bayou Casotte Energy conducted emissions modeling and 
filed the data with the Secretary and the detailed calculations 
are included in the public record.  Emissions estimates are 
included in Section 4.11.1.4 of the FEIS. 

Bayou Casotte Energy conducted a modeling analysis after 
the DEIS was prepared.  The analysis was filed with the 
Secretary and included with the public record.  Sections 
4.11.1.4 and 4.13.9 of the FEIS have been updated with this 
information. 

Bayou Casotte Energy conducted a modeling analysis after 
the DEIS was prepared.  The analysis was filed with the 
Secretary and included with the public record.  Section 4.11.1 
of the FEIS includes our review and analysis of the modeling 
analysis filed by Bayou Casotte Energy. 

The Casotte Landing LNG Facility will use waste heat as it is 
available from the Chevron Refinery.  Additional heat 
requirements will be provided by heaters at the Casotte 
Landing LNG Facility.  The Chevron Refinery will not change 
its operations to provide heat to the Casotte Landing LNG 
Facility and there will be no emissions from the Chevron 
Refinery that are associated with the Casotte Landing LNG 
Facility. 

The operation of crude oil tankers is not associated with the 
Casotte Landing LNG Facility.  A crude oil tanker berth is 
being relocated to make room for the LNG tanker berth, but 
crude oil tanker operations are associated with the Chevron 
Refinery, not with the Casotte Landing LNG Facility.  Crude oil 
unloaded from tankers will not be transported to, stored at, or 
used in association with the Casotte Landing LNG Facility 

Page 4-92 will be corrected to refer to Table 4.11.1-4. 

F4-5 

F4-8 

F4-9 

F4-10 

F4-11 

F4-6 

F4-7 
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F4-12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F4-12 Bayou Casotte Energy conducted a modeling analysis 
after the DEIS was prepared.  The analysis was filed with 
the Secretary and included with the public record.  The 
results of this analysis was reviewed by FERC staff and 
the conclusions in Section 5.0 of the FEIS includes that 
review and analysis. 

F4-13 Bayou Casotte Energy filed its Joint Permit Application 
with the COE on July 28, 2006.  A determination by the 
COE is ongoing.  An analysis of Bayou Casotte Energy’s 
dredged material disposal plan is included in the Final 
EIS in Section 4.2.2.

F4-14 
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F4-14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-16 
 
 
 

F4-14 
As stated in Section 4.8.8 of the EIS, demographic and 
socioeconomic information has been provided and 
analyzed regarding Environmental Justice.  The proposed 
LNG terminal is located in an area of existing industrial 
development; and based on the FERC’s assessment, no 
minority or low-income group is disproportionately bearing 
the burden of the proposed Project. 

F4-15 

The thermal radiation level of 1,600 Btu/hr·ft2 in the 
Executive Summary has been changed from 4,340-4,815 
feet to 2,164-5,220 feet. 

F4-16 

Analyses regarding the estimated pool radius and 
associated un-ignited vapor cloud formation for a 1.0-
meter-diameter hole have been added. 
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F4-17 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F4-17 

FERC staff’s conclusion that the risk to the public from 
accidental causes should be considered negligible is based 
on several factors.  As discussed in section 4.12.5.4 
“Hazards,” the December 2004 Sandia Report’s analysis of 
accidental events found that groundings and low speed 
collisions could result in minor ship damage but not a cargo 
spill; while high speed collisions could cause a 0.5 to 1.5 m2 
cargo tank breach.  It is anticipated that inbound LNG ships 
would be met by tugs in the vicinity of the junction of the 
Bayou Casotte and Upper Pascagoula Channels, made up 
with lines and utilized to assist in slowing, turning and 
berthing the ship.  Ship speeds within the channels would 
range between 3 and 10 knots.  The operational controls 
imposed by the Coast Guard and local pilots and the use of 
tugs to assist the LNG ship would significantly reduce the 
possibility of a cargo containment failure and subsequent 
LNG spill from an accidental collision, grounding, or allision.  
However, FERC staff performed vapor dispersion 
calculations based on a 1-meter diameter hole cargo tank 
breach.  Results of this analysis showed that the flammable 
vapor would extend to the maximum distance only if an 
event to create the hole in the LNG vessel by penetrating the 
outer hull, the inner hull, and cargo containment occurred 
without ignition.  It is also unlikely that a flammable vapor 
cloud could achieve its maximum distance over land 
surfaces without encountering an ignition source.  This is not 
to imply that flammable vapor would not extend to the 
maximum distance, but it would be far more credible that the 
event creating a hole would also result in a number of 
ignition sources which would lead to an LNG pool fire and 
subsequent thermal radiation hazards.  We estimated 
distances to range from 2,164 to 5,250 feet for a thermal 
radiation level of 1,600 Btu/ft2-hr.  There would be no 
residences within the 1,600 Btu/ft2-hr transient hazard area. 
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F4-18 
 
F4-19 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-20 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

See F4-17

We have recommended that any authorization from the 
Commission include a condition that: The final design 
should include a HAZOP review of the completed design 
and that a copy of the review and a list of the 
recommendations should be filed with the Secretary of 
the Commission.  If the project is authorized, Bayou 
Casotte Energy would be required to comply with this 
condition, among others, prior to the Commission 
approving construction of the final design.  This would 
involve FERC staff’s review of the information filed by 
Bayou Casotte Energy to ensure compliance.  Also see 
response to FA4-20.

The HAZOP/MOC process is an industry standard that is 
used to thoroughly review the facility design and 
subsequent changes to ensure that the facility would 
safely operate within the established design parameters.  
As part of the Commission’s post-authorization 
compliance program we have recommended that any 
Commission authorization require Bayou Casotte Energy 
to file monthly reports during construction, as well as 
semi-annual operational reports.  The semi-annual 
reports identify changes in the facility design or operation, 
operating conditions, abnormal operating experiences, 
plant activity, and planned plant modifications.  FERC 
staff would review these reports in order to prepare for 
staff’s construction and annual (if not more frequent) 
operations inspections at the terminal site.  FERC staff 
would review Bayou Casotte Energy’s HAZOP/MOC 
program and any recommendations from these reviews. 

F4-18 

F4-19 

F4-20 
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F4-21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F4-22 
 
 
 
 
 
 

F4-22 

Information regarding the geographic area and planning 
horizon used in the cumulative impacts assessment is 
provided in the introductory paragraphs of section 4.13.  The 
geographic boundaries and timeframes are somewhat 
qualitative because they vary depending on the resource 
being considered.  In general, we considered the Port of 
Pascagoula area and 20 years both past and in the future.  
However, as indicated in section 4.13, without specific 
proposals to evaluate, the impacts of future developments 
are not reasonably foreseeable.  In selecting activities for the 
cumulative impacts analysis, we chose those that were most 
relevant to the resources of concern for the Casotte Landing 
LNG Project.  These included past, present, and future 
maintenance dredging activities, in addition to the proposed 
LNG Clean Energy Project and the current Chevron 
Pascagoula Refinery expansion project. 

Bayou Casotte Energy filed its Joint Permit Application with 
the FERC and COE on July 28, 2006.  The joint application 
contained an Addended Wetland Delineation Report, which 
addressed Bayou Casotte Energy’s mitigation plan for the 
unavoidable wetland losses associated with the proposed 
Project.  The mitigation plan is addressed in the Final EIS in 
Section 4.4.5. 

F4-21 
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G1-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G1-2 
 
 
 
 
G1-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G1-4 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As discussed in section 2.1.1.3, Bayou Casotte Energy, 
LLC (Bayou Casotte Energy) would use an intermediate 
fluid vaporizer (IFV) to vaporize the liquefied natural gas 
(LNG).  As a potential back-up to the heating provided 
by the refinery cooling water system, two natural gas fire 
process heaters would supplement or replace a portion 
of the heat normally provided by the heat exchange 
system. 

Impacts on wetlands associated with the Bayou Casotte 
Landing Project and Bayou Casotte Energy’s proposed 
mitigation measures are described in detail in Section 
4.4. 

Bayou Casotte Energy would construct a 1.5-mile-long 
spur that would contain five interconnects to existing 
interstate natural gas pipelines.    Waterbodies and 
wetlands affected by the proposed pipeline are 
described in sections 4.3.2 and 4.4, respectively. 

Impacts on recreational boating and fishing associated 
with the Bayou Casotte Landing Project are discussed 
in sections 4.7.3.4 and 4.9.1. 

G1-1 

G1-2 

G1-3 

G1-4 
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G2-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G2-2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G2-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

G2-1 G2-2

G2-3 

G2-4 

As described in Section 3.4, one of the criteria for siting 
the LNG terminal is the minimization of environmental 
impact from construction and operation (p. 3-16).  The 
proposed project has been designed to minimize 
impacts as much as possible.  Bayou Casotte Energy 
proposes to limit impacts to vegetation and wetlands by 
siting the LNG terminal in an existing, disturbed 
industrial site and overlapping or co-locating the 
nonjurisdictional linear facilities with existing rights-of-
way through primarily industrialized areas 
(Section 4.4.4). 

As described in Section 3.4, one of the criteria for siting 
the LNG terminal is the minimization of environmental 
impact from construction and operation (p. 3-16).  The 
proposed project has been designed to minimize 
impacts as much as possible.  The FERC believes that 
given the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures proposed for this Project, that significant 
wetland impacts would not occur.

Section 4.13.4.2 addresses cumulative wetland impacts.  
FERC concludes that with mitigation, there would be a 
net increase in the regional coastal marsh resource.  
Section 4.4.3 defines brackish estuarine wetlands and 
section 4.4.4.2 discusses impacts to some brackish 
wetlands. 
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G2-4 
 
 
 
G2-5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G2-6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G2-7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G2-8 
 
 
 

G2-4 

G2-5 

G2-6 

G2-7

G2-8 

The DEIS does address wetland impacts in Section 4.4.  
Compensatory mitigation is an accepted practice 
permitted by the COE in regard to wetland impacts. 

As stated in Section 4.4.5, Bayou Casotte Energy is 
considering purchasing mitigation credits from Moss 
Point Mitigation Bank, Old Fort Bayou Mitigation Bank, 
and Round Island, Greenwood Island, and Deer Island 
restoration projects.  Generally, mitigation banks 
mitigate for the same type of habitat that is being 
disturbed.  The Moss Point Mitigation Bank and Old Fort 
Bayou Mitigation Bank are both located near the 
proposed Project in Jackson County, Mississippi. 

As described in Section 3.4, one of the criteria for siting 
the LNG terminal is the minimization of wetland and 
other environmental impact from construction and 
operation (p. 3-16).  The proposed project has been 
designed to minimize wetland impacts as much as 
possible (Section 4.4.4.2).  Bayou Casotte Energy 
proposes to limit impacts to vegetation and wetlands by 
siting the LNG terminal in an existing, disturbed 
industrial site and overlapping or co-locating the 
nonjurisdictional linear facilities with existing rights-of-
way through primarily industrialized areas (Section 4.4). 

As discussed in Section 4.4.5, Bayou Casotte Energy is 
developing a mitigation plan in collaboration with the 
FWS, COE, and MDMR, which must be approved prior 
to construction.  The COE wetland permitting process 
allows for public comment prior to issuance.  This 
comment period should be the appropriate place for the 
public to comment on the mitigation plan.

The FERC has carefully considered environmental 
impacts and feels that the minimization and mitigation of 
impacts, developed in consultation with federal and 
state agencies, is adequate. 
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