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1 And it's on the river, the lot that we ve there. That's

2 where I g p. It's my home. So, of course, I'm g

3 tc this. And I take scme insult of this cempany. They

4 offered pittance to these people for their land.

3 2nd I take offense to the review, the
6 environmental review that says that the landowners were, you

knaw, fairly paid or fairly

fered money. They weren't.
B So, I == and I wanted to say that I've heard

9 people say that the pipeline will go in safely. I watched

10 as the pipeline went in, in 2005, to the coast; to take gas
11 tc the cecast. And everyene was excited about that, and it
hiiz} was 10 inches, came down the Coos Bay Wagen Read, the

&g historic read. t ruined the rosd. There was frack cuts on
14 every stream. And if yvou will go to Crook County and ask

15 Lhem they're still fixing the frack outs.

16 I know Lhe envirommental company CLhatb's

17 averseeing the envirormental Zixes right now thls many years
18 later, so they hire the cheapest contractor that they can

I3 find, and they bring them from Texas where they came from,
20 and so plesse do not believe them.

in building housing for many years,

22 e T know shoub environmental reviews I know what you can

23 pick and choose. Sc, I don't know who did this cne, but I

24 started reading thrcugh it today and I was like, oh my God.

28 And I'm opposed to this environmental review because it's

PM2-70

PM?2

Continued, page 108 of 152

PM2-70

Section 4.9.2.3 says that Pacific Connector would need to negotiate
a mutually agreed compensation amount with the landowner. If the
landowner and company cannot reach agreement, and eminent
domain is used, compensation for the easement would be
determined by a court. The Coos Bay pipeline along the Coos
Wagon Road was non-jurisdictional. Safety for the Pacific
Connector pipeline is addressed in section 4.13 of the EIS.
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1 rational wut taking -- I think it id taking
2 the whele thing. Sure, there's galng te be
3 TE take the whole thing it's okay because

4 the impacts over the whole thing are ckay. Well, they're

5 net. If I put housing in Ashland, for instance, I had a
& S0-foot wetland, I'm done.
&

help us. By your own words, you've

T S0,

B limited this te this =-- vou've limited the d ment, 1

9 the fracking and all of that the iz

: talked about, b

10 have neot addressed envircnmental just 1 & truthful way
11 and you need to.

Iz 2And it will impact small landowners. All four

the powverty level for

13 courtiss are ahs Oregan and the

14 nation. And of course they went to ¢ County, the et
15 county, and they said, here; we'll buy you off.
16 Okay, 196 countr] Lhils wesx &L Lhe glokal

albd summit said we have to do scmethi in order to not surpass
18 the 3.6 degrees Fahrenheit.

I3 MR, FRIEDMAN: And L know want to wrap up

20 right now, Betty.

21 M5. MCRORER I will. 8o, it's going to cost a
22 llion a year te fix the peor countries thab z

23 impacled.

24 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you [or your comments. Dan
25  Bailey.

PM?2

Continued, page 109 of 152
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Environmental justice is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.
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I'm a little cor

rned akout your jab se

I wender if you're really in a pesition to do this

impartially or what kind of :ggures you'zre under to

produce good results. A lot of this is kased on my

experience with my local BLM Iolks whe are obviaously
sweating bullets because they know you just can't cut that
many trees without creating any kind of damage. And my

icien is that they don't feel that they're going

te co nue to be employed if they den't produce their
required results from their employers, the U.S. Government

So, that c¢encerns me. It concerns me a lot that

when something is in gross viclation of the es lshed BLM

and CGod knows how hard a let of people have worked

to establish the Tt's not that they need to redo their

plans so it fits the BLM policies, bu ‘he guestion is

whether or nok we rede the BLM pelicies to L1t their plan.
It just deesn't seem right to me. I mean 1t seems like in
order to get te this point of pretzel leglc pegple must have
known. You people must have known that you couldn’t just
say, no, that's crazy. Sorry.

Tf T went up bthere and T asked to do the aame

Lhing, I would be pelitely decli I hops politely.

2And so I appeal to you folks. You know, not as

nmembera of the FERC, although that's been done. T appezl to

PM?2

Continued, page 114 of 152
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PM272

As stated in section 4.1 of the EIS and elsewhere, the BLM will
consider amending its district plans before making a decision
whether or not to grant a right-of-way for the pipeline.

W-1614

Appendix W — Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses



Jordan Cove Energy and
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS

PM2 Continued, page 115 of 152

W-1615 Appendix W — Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses



Jordan Cove Energy and
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project

Final EIS

20150113-4006 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/13/2015

>

3 They're not here, but my questions are

4 zl, so 1'1ll ask them anyway.

5 I live in East Medford just off Main S et, and
6 I would like to know specifically what benefits in goods or
7 services or financially my neighbars and I will see from the
B proposed pipeline? I g r that there isn't really much,

9 praokakly nothing since e money from the project guoes to

10 Cenada. The Tesults of the project geo t

Asia, and there's

11 Just a handful of jobs, not many o likely to end up
Iz for East Medford people, but maybe a few.

13 Quick follow up, which neighborhoods do benefit
14 from the propossd pipsline, Canada, As's? The envirocnomental
15 and preperty co: will ke ours. It's very clear that wvery
16 few in this room will benefit frem this project. And

17 further, very few in this rcom are in favor of this project.
18 Further, as you continue this public hearing,

19 you will find yourself in rooms in wh W SUPPOIt or
20 benefit from this project.

21 T €his 1 3till a government of, by, and for the

22 people, the decisior nesd to make iz clesr. The project

23 not like ittt v ol revising any BIM policies
24 ar land use management poclices.
28 meeting by gaying FERC has not

PM2-73

PM?2

Continued, page 116 of 152
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The economic benefits of the Project are discussed in section 4.9 of
the EIS. The Commission would not make its decision about
whether or not this Project has public benefits until after staff issues
the FEIS, so it can consider the environmental impacts disclosed.
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1 yet made the decision to di
2 jen. Why not?
3 MR. FRIE

4 we're guessing Katy? Is that right?

2 MS. MALLAMS: It's Katy, K-a-t-y,
6 M-a-1-l-a-m-3:
T I'm sor

the

B alsc the hearing regarding amending

[}

manage

10 Wes 1s remember the migsion of

11 Ior the land, the land and serving the people.

01/13/2015

MAN: Thank wyou for your comment.

1t plans. So, what I would say particularly te

the Forest Service 1

And

I didn't realize that this was

2 And also what I had planned to joing

13  to say because some of the people who are oppesed to this

14  project have already asaid it from fracking domain
Lo wildlife and water guality and fist I would

like Lo ls really

albd It's not because we need to build more pipelir

18 because manufacturing joks in this country,

I3 gone overseas in a big way. A&nd it's also

20 unicns have lost so much of their clout that a
21 jobs in this country that

22 are no longer goad jaks.

23 Buk if we start exporting cur

28 has been up ticking a bit in this country and somewhat

are Lhere so [ew good

the American land teo cther countries manufzacturing,

bs here?
Itts

in general, have

of the

etail,

from

which

PM?2

Continued, page 117 of 152
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:ause natural gas, the energy that's need is guite cheap

2 right now or cheaper.

g will follow the gas and

and the gains that w

¢ made in the last few years will go away. So, I would like

a peaple who talk a lot about jobs to remember that.
& Some that really hothers me about this is that

7 FERC admits that there would be adverse impacts to this

B project, but mest of them would

9 it says in the draft or similar words. B cally, after the

10 completion of the preoj panies take the profits and
11 we the pecple here in the State of Oregen 1is holding the bag
Iz for any of those adverse impacts. And if you think that

& just abstract things, well, they're not.

14 T have a friend in his thirties now. He grew up
15 in Birmingham. When he was in high scheol a friend of his
16 was oul [ishing one day, ancther high school student. Well,

ream wh

albd he unfertunately happened to be fishing in a s

18 there wag a gas pipeline leak and the gas pipeline expl

19 and that kid was killed, and he was just in high scheol.

’0 8o, it's real. It's not just paper impacts. And I think
21 for these reasens it's just not worth deing this, and FERC
22 should not appr Thank you.

23 MR. FRIE Thank u for your c Nexl
24 iz Estelle Volar.

25 M5. VOLAR! I'm Estelle Volar. I've lived here

Continued, page 118 of 152

PM2-74

The Company would have to mitigate any adverse environmental

impacts. Section 4.13 of the EIS discusses pipeline safety
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in Rogue Valley for over 40 years. I'm a mother, a

stepmother, a foster mother, a grandmocther, a great
grandmether, and I've spent mest of my life nurturing or

supporting young pecple and helping them grow d helping to

create the fabric of community that we have here in scuthern

oregon.

And I asl 1 to conszider the impacts of this

decision on the next seven generations, whick

is really a
euphemism for saying even nore generaticns inm the future.
am alse a member of Scuthern Oregon Climate Change now. And
1'm very concerned that we're not really paying attention to
the urgency of ¢limate change.

The last LPCC panel report

said we have 10 to 12 years to really make a significant

affect on transiting to other economies. We've got to deal
wikh the affects of climzbte changs.

I've just skipped (sic) the report. I haven't
heen skle to reac it entirely, which I will he abkle deing
and submitting written comments. But the impacts that this
has on climate change is Jjust an essential element to really
And when svaluabing the difference betwesn

natural gas sffects or the impacts of natural gas on climate
change and comparing that with ceal, it's true that natural
gzs has [ewer Impacls on carbon dioxide, bub 1L has

increasingly or it has many more methane, which is much mere

toxic, impactful gas.

PM?2

Continued, page 119 of 152

PM2-75

PM2-75

See the response to IND1-1. The goal of the Project is to export
LNG to overseas markets. The additional of other domestic
renewable energy resources, such as solar or wind power, would
not help achieve that goal.
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1 You also need to compare,
2 g, but with el
3 energies., Inve rg are going te wind,
4 geothermal to wave to algae, to all sorts of different kinds
a of technologies.
& End if we were really paying for the full cost of
7T bl il fuel devel £, if they didn't have all the
B subsidies, if they didn't have all cf t cost that we
9 t yers absorb in terms of t in terms xalth
10 imp of damage to our environment, the 511

11 fuels would be much mere expensive and investors would be

2 going even more guickly to our clean, renewable energies.

13 Someons merbicned the subduction fault,

14 and T just recently read the USGS >rt, the 2014 updats
1E Lhia adiz subduction zene the southsrn end of
16 it, which is off of Cocos Bay, eight miles, has a more

albd frequent occur af high magnitude ear Lakes every 250
18 years rather than 500, and it's been over 300, 5o, pleasge
I3 serio loek at the affects of Tsunami and earthguakes.
20 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments. The
21 next spsakers are Nancy Nelson, Bill Jennstt, and Carl

22 Tiswrancs.

23 MS. NELSON: Cood evening. CQur third

24 already gone home, 20 we would like to also use minutes,

25 if we may. It got tao later for her.

PM?2

Continued, page 120 of 152
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PM2-75
continued

PM2-76

Section 4.2 of the EIS discusses the CSZ, and analyzes potential
impacts from related geological hazards, include earthquakes and
tsunamis.
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t in March of 2012 that said LNG

experts will be "instrumental in previding the increased
demand to gpur expleraticn and development of gas shale

agsets in North America."

2And the ING terminal could explode in an all

Oragon Gulch

is right where

t to put the p Klamath

Cocunty. But the terminal itself will held 80 million

galleons of highly explosive liguid methane. It will ke

bullt sand above an earthquake zcne that selismeleglist say is

overdue for a major guake in the £ >f Tsunamis like the

ones that caused the meltdown at Japan's Fukushima p

2011.

If 1L were Lo sxplods, the impach would be on ths

&

3, minus the radiation, bu

environmental Impact statement says the project's lmpa

could be mitigated to a "not significant m TEGEs 2

one lives within the mile-wide kill zone and the owners

would not have te worry aboubt rescuing their incinerated

workers, but 17,000 people do live within the t ile burn
what's their plan to cops h

victims? Perhaps we should invite Lhe ow

their corporate headguarters te Coos Bay.

The amount of electricity that would be needed

PM?2

Continued, page 123 of 152

PM2-77

PM2-77

See response to IND6-1. LNG is not “highly explosive,” nor
would impacts be similar to a nuclear bomb; read section 4.13 of
the EIS. Impacts for an earthquake are discussed in section 4.2.
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1 MR. FRIEDMAN:

n give them to me

3 MS. CARNEY: Okay.
4 MR. FRIEDMAN: Or yeou c¢an mail to the Commission
3 at

NEY?: Super.

7 MR, FRIEDMAN: Or to our website at www.FERC.gov

B and go to

slactronic filings

wheare E-comment or E-filing.

g M5. CARNEY: TI'll look forward to all

10 things.

11 My family moved to Oregon in 1974, I'wve lived in
Iz Ashland since 1%88. 1 do app r time, and I take
&g T time.

14 T have many cocnoerns for the negative imp:

1 Lhe Jordsn 72 LNG pipeline on Oregoan's nomy, it's

16 nztbural rescurces, and rural people. Ancther speclflc

L% conce that I've heard echced here teday, but that I would
18 is r rural safety standards and
19 inv

21 Bs T saw, a5 we all saw te aur horror in the Gulf
22 : the covery of Horizon oil 11 left the

73 woerld

-cal sa experls

24 What plan to mitigate an LNG accident on a wetland or a

28 river or like the Rogue or Oregonts public beaches, like

an ail spills totally [lat-fooled.

PM?2

Continued, page 129 of 152

PM2-78

The DOT regulations pipeline design. Safety is addressed in
section 4.13 of the EIS.
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hima in Japan, BP in the Gulf, a

2 ash pond kreach, and three LNG terminal

3 The authorities that seek Lo assure us on the

4 safety of the LNG pipeline have ne credikility or reliable

a experience when 1t comes to actually cleaning up what would
6 be an unmitigated natural disaster. It takes little imagine

T to foresee the horror of just one accident on just ane of

B ious natural A8, ar
g
10 4 lower gafety standards rural Ore

11 1 find se offensive; I fear that future jobs may neot ke so

12 temporary. Jordan Cove terminal and pipeline would provide

13 all kinds

2P jobs n in the Discovery Horizon

14  spill. Hazardous chemical cleanup jobs they could be joba
15 with & real fubture in Oregon as long as bthe pipeline exists
16 and continues Lo Imperil Cregon Larmlzand and rivers.

L% I ask Lo please extend the publlc comment

PM2-79

18 period. Thank you. 1 ask FERC to please include northern

I3 Oregonians, as they would be impas and I think they

20 should have the right te comment. And then, as far as I'm
21 concerned, thers's really only one way to protect Or

22 from kind of unprecedented natural sasters wikh the

23 pipeline l1a [or Lhers Lo be no pipeline and [or Lhere Lo
24 ne terminal. And I appreclate your time and consideration

28 today. Thank vou.

PM?2

Continued, page 130 of 152

PM2-79

The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments
on the DEIS past February 13, 2015.
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1 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank for your comments. So,

(&)

next is Jay Mallard, the Bryan Schl, and Renee Cote, and

3 then Tom Letchworth. Isg Jay Mallard here? Okay. And

4 everyone else whose name [ just called come on up h to: be
=

6 MR. MALLARD: Hello. Thanks for this

T apportunity. So much has already been addressed here that

B I'm rea grateful for. I'1ll try to as inct as I

g can be.

10 Golng on my 20 years experie > in the indust

11 1 have scme line, whether

12 they're being adequately addressed. 1 suppert the

13  environmental concerns, in general, from most of the people
14 hers

15 My specifle cc ns are bthe federal sbtandards up
16 Le Che earthguake hzazard up here Lhal's keen menlloned

17 eral times in terms « how often shutoff

18 valves are going to be f there was a major,

19 catastrophic leak ho

would you preotect the largest amount

’0  of people as pessible? 8o, what are the federal standards
21 for the distance hetween your shutoff walves? Do they have
22 automabtic contral mechani i that respond to the seismic

23 upsels -- excuss ne. It's coming through
24 in my talking. That's one concern.

25 Rlao abeut fires, also about corrosian on the

PM?2

Continued, page 131 of 152

PM2-80

PM2-80

Geologic hazards, such as earthquakes, are addressed in section 4.2
of the EIS. The DOT regulations pipeline design, including the
distance between MLVs.
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pipeline, when cost-cutting measures are engaged there's --

I've seen in industry for many, many yvears in refinerv not

adequate inspe puts the publi¢ at risk. So,; there's

several types of -- my basic guestion is there geing te be

adequate malntenance that will pro public sa v And
I'm so nerveus I can't talk any more. So,; I had more to

say, but I'll leave it at that.

MR, FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment. Next
our speakers are Renee Cocte and Tommy Letchworth.

MS. COTE: My name 1s Renee Cote;, R-e-n-e-g;
C-o-t-e, 1I'm speaking fer the Oregen Wemen's Land Trust.
I'm speaking for the land, 140 acres that will be destroyed

by this pipeline.

We are opposed to this projsct for the many
abvious ressons Lhab have besn brought up so clearly

tenight. What I want to insist en 1s the lack of safety

the constructicn of this pipeline that has been allowed by

FERC.

FEEC has already decided, znd this is on page
4-586 of the DEIS. = has already decided to allow this
greedy Canadian corporation —— and T know about Canadiar
cerporation that are greedy because I'm Canadian -- and ko

allow Lhis greedy Canadizn corporatlon Lo save moaey by
cutting safety precautions, tc use thinner pipes, to use

less welds, less inspection, and other cost-saving measures.

PM2-81

PM?2

Continued, page 132 of 152

PM2-81

Pipe thickness and other pipeline safety standards are discussed in
section 4.13.9.1 of the DEIS. These standards are set by the DOT,
not by the FERC. No decision about this Project has been made by
the Commission at this time.
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5 - PM2-82 The economic benefits of the Project are described in section 4.9 of
e the EIS.

takle and that will be b

2 Class 1 that's been already explained.

3 But I would say that this is unacceptable the say
4 way tk it unac akle what happened tonight for the

a size of this room. I understand you said, ckay, we'll have
6 another chance next menth, another meeting. This was a

7 mistake. Now, I'm bringing now ta the p

sing == I want to peint out that for the land ers, for

9 the pecple when this pipeline lode becaus the safety

10 measures that will ke -- has been all ofit th

for p

11 will nct be another chance.

2 Thank you.

13 for your co Tommy
14 Letchworth.

15 MR. LETCHWORTH: My nams iz Tommy

16 Letchworth, L-e-t-c-h-w-o-r-t-h.

albd I've come here Loday to volce my opposition

PM2-82
18 the LNG pipeline. I have but one megsage I wish to relay

I3 this evening, and it is this, the seeds that we plant today

20 will produce the fruit on which future generatiaons will

21 feed. iz our collective cheice to determins

22 fruit we pr. them with., Will it ke nutritious and

23 beaubiful or will it and neglected?

24 Now, the pipeline and preoductlion faclility will

25 provide jobs, this is true, but for how long and at what
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We have the environmental impacts. Everybody spoke akout
all of that. I'm saying no to pursuing this pipeline, but I
want te a 233 what we want to say yes to. What do we want

Do we want to say yes to an extension for the

people that are invelw

in this process, both an wour end

and our end, to

rch this more? Do we want ta say yes

toc democracy in action, which would allew for an extension,
or do we want to say yes to democracy inaction, not taking
an action that the pecple that are really wanting to steward
the land and steward this process that they don’t have
enough time to do it? Do we want to say yes to good land

use, or land abuse?

Do we want te say yes to the next generation, oh
yes, wa did Lhls pipeline because we fell QL was really goeod

fer the economy, or do we wanbk Lo say yes Lo Lhe next

generations and say we knew thak this was going to hurt the

land, the trees, the wa g going to hurt

the landowners. We knew that, but w it anyway.

S0, there are lots and lots of guestiens about

where and how we want to praoc

ed here, and at what price.
At what price? Is this progregs? It ia progress to know
that acmething this Important is in Ifront of us and we said

yes to scmething. And then I had heard that thls eminent

domain was one of the main reaseons that this is going to

PM2-83

PM?2

Continued, page 138 of 152

PM2-83

The U.S. Congress decided to convey the power of eminent domain
to private companies that receive a Certificate from the FERC when
it passed section 7(h) of the NGA in 1947. The Commission would
make its decision on public benefit in its Project Order.
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through. And then I heard that it was go

tc China. if this fer the g ter good of the pew

(&)

to me. And I'm not

that are

it didn't make aiy se

4 a profe or an expert on eminent domain.

5 So, with all due respect, I ask the peaple
[ sitting here; the decisicn makers. And I have enormous
7 compassion pecpls but thase

B will be at the price of the land, at ice of the trees,

[}

at the price wof the waters, at the price the health and

10 well being of the people around them. Someone who didn't

, and I have asthma

oI the environmental impac

2 a result. Somebody was not there when I was a child ng

13 sure that those things didn't happen and they happened and

ompromised for it.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Start to wrag

it up ple

MS5. BENJAMIN: P1 = lel us nol compromise Lhe

L% health of our future generaticns. Thank you.

18 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment. MR. SOHL: Thank
19 you. My name is Bryan with a "¥Y," Sehl, 8-o-h-1

20 And T have to really ask what is the bensefit of

21 thi faor my children and grandchildren and in the

22 next generation, and T don™t ity I'm cerned about

23 any environmeabal impact stabemsnl Lhzal doss nob include Lhe
24 environmental cost of fracking. I don't consider that to ke
25 an honest environmental impact statement.

PM?2

Continued, page 139 of 152
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PM2-83
continued

PM2-84

See response to IND6-1.
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PM2-85 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments
on the DEIS past February 13, 2015.

I don't feel, for my kids'

2 ong fossil fuel with another will be I've
3 >n & physician in Medford since 1988. Union members such
4 as ironwerkers, electricians, pipefitters, plumbers,

a steamfitters, they've fed my family. T butter my bread.

& my salary, and I'm very grateful; but so do river

T guides and s=ki instructors, fishing guides, and farmers,

] thase risk with climate

g ntinue to kick the climate ¢
10 down read any lenger. We must net in cur own backyard
11 facilitate the bullding of more fosgil fuel infrastructure.

Iz And we need to find the pelitical will to develop a new

13 clean energy enviromnment, one that ocur union friends

14 build.

15 I urge you to do whabt you can teo stop the program PM2-85
16 and Lo extend the public comment pericd. Thank you.
T MR. FRIEDMAM: Thank u for your col nts.

18 MS. HALL: Hi. My name is Vera Hall, and I'm a

I3 resident of Medford, Oregon. 1'm here on behalf of myself,

20 and I'm alsc an advocate attendee of Occupy Medford
2 meati End T wish te wvoice my concern sbout how this
22 . may be destructive in more ways than one, and T am

23 king asbecut the physical and Lhe literal
24 of cur physical reality here.
25 I have alwaya been ware of a philosaphical
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1 be on the pipeline. these are what <o

2 ort-term jchs. rk twe to four years. For
3 ion werker, that's a long-term jo
4 Then there approximately 150 full-time
5 employees afiter this project is completed with another 700
6 joba, whiech will ke indirect johs, such as restaurant joha
7 store extra help in tk stores and restaurants.

B 8 also geing to 50 3 which incl puklic

g e and tugkoat o atcrs, and that

be pald for by the pecople of Jordan

: PM2

Continued, page 144 of 152

PM2-86

a

k.

'

11 to 900 jobs that's going to be created

12

&g And FERC has established guidelines and mandstes

14  that the Jordan Cove peopla and the pipeline paople have to

15 mest in order Lo geb this permik. TIL Lhey meesl Lhose PM2-86
16 guldelines, I don't see why Lhey shculdn't be issued this

L% permit. And I would enccurage you to that.

18 A + 1 would encourage you not to grant any

I3 extensions te this process. Thank you.

20 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank yo for your comment.
21 M5. HARMAN: Tt's Jshsnna, J-o-h-a-n-n-s,
22 H-a-r-m-a-n. I'm from lenk, Or And T didn't have

23 anything pr It¥s so important for me that I

24 paralyzed with not knewing what to say. 8c, what I will

25 submit the details. I just wanted to speak generally just

The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments
on the DEIS past February 13, 2015.
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tc say, you know, numker one, yes, we need an extension.

PM2-87

This is a heliday and it's not enough time, so please extend
to 120 days.

And you know, Washington has rejected this
pipeline. California has rejected this pipeline, and the
blue state of Cregon needs to rejsct this pipeline. And the

reasons -- well, I just want to talk -- I

habitat fragmentaticm, and I'm con

on the streams. I work with Friends cof Wagner Creek and I

Just started learning this stuff. What I lesrned is that

streams, the habitat fish, Coho, required €4 degrees and

less in order to keep the ecosystem at -- the creatures that

this netwark, this system requires this temperature.

Thers have besn problems wikh temperaturs aad

millions of dollars has gone Inko restoring the Lemperaturs

of these streams. And sc I don't understand how 25-Loolt

clear-cuts on the =dge of streams -- you know, the

investment of millions of deollars that are going into it

I'm locking at our little creek that we're working on and
what it's going to take to just get the native foliage so
that the -- so, you know. Okay, so that's one.

The purpt

: of Lhis project is Lo Ilncrasss

racking. Fracklng ls nobt adeguately covered in Lhe -- now
I've read the nine-page -- I read the executive summary. I

haven't read the 5,000 pages, but fracking is a serious,

PM2-87

The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments
on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. The states of Washington and
California have not rejected this pipeline, because the pipeline was
never proposed in those other states. Also, only the FERC, and not
any state, can authorize a jurisdictional interstate natural gas
transmission pipeline. Impacts on waterbodies are addressed in
section 4.4 of the EIS. See response to IND1-3.
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I've heard Tt referred wo -=

fellowing it for twe years. And I have frie

rd

¥lvania and different and 1t -- I've he

to as dotes. There are —- okay, so the report has to

PM2-88
address fracking because fracking is a h the
health repo that are coming out and then -- that's all

The en hane is a

ssion it's not just ceal. Me

e emission, and there's a lot studi

coming out where the EPA as measured incorr

¢tly and ther

studies from Stanford. There are studies om Harvard. And

NASA h seen the methane leaks from the so I will put

this =-- organize this for you. Sorry. 1T just wanted to

ition; you know my clsar c iitien to this

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank Lor your comment.

MS5. HARMAN: Thank you.

MR, FRIEDMAN: That was the last speaker on our
list. We have more. Okay.

UNTDENTIFIED MALE SPEAKER: You skipped one --

MR. FRIEDMAN: Ne, T did not. T read that name

and no ons came up. Jim McGinnis

:omE on oup.

MR, NNIS: Thank for the opporbunity te

talk tonight.

&0 many people have said 3o many things that

PM2-88

See response to IND6-1.
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of frac

2 e of thing, the downstream impacts on climate char
3 So; I believe that in what little I've read;

4 1 plan on reading mere, about the DELS that

ing- and th

really think

PM2

Continued, page 148 of 152

PM2-89

and

PM2-89

5 it's impertant to do a better Jab of looking at the

& ream, cradle-ta-cradle thinking, upstream costs and the
7 Jnstream impazsts of this ef

] £ ilermak and athers

9 2bs and they need to p them in Oregen and they need
10 > them lecally. I think there are s that are g

11 had, and we should ke locking at that.

Thank you very much.

2 MR, FRIEDMAN: Thank v for your comments. he
13 nex speakers are Jim Wilson and Ryan Nav S0, if
14 Ehaose two people could come to the front and be ready.

15 MR, WILSON: My name is Jim Wi 1y J=1i-m,

16

albd I'm a third generation Oregonian, and my

18 grandparents moved in here in the late twenties., I'm a

I3 property owner of just under a hundred acres, so I know what
20 the landowners a talking about, but also am aware of the
21 different situations when vyou skart talking about

22 ~ight-c Elmost every pis f land has right

23 g acrogs 1t, whet L he Lhe power llines golng ross
24 your property, which you have to allow the neighbors to have
25 access. We alsa have the right-of-ways for the phone, the

Section 1.4.4 of the DEIS explains why we did not consider
upstream and downstream impacts; they are out-of-scope for this
Project.
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; SYH PM3 Public Meeting, Southwest Oregon Community College,
20150113-4002 FERC PDF (Uncofficial) 01/13/2015 December 8' 2014

1 BEFORE THE

2 FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
4 IN THE MATTER OQF: :  Project No.
5 JORDAN COVE - PACIFIC CONNECTOR t CPl3-483-000
PIPELINE PROJECT : CP13-492-000
9 Southwest Oregon Community College
10 1988 Newmark Ave.

11 Coos Bay, OR 57420

13 Monday, December 8, 2014

14 The above-entitled matter came on for technical

at &:00 p.m., Paul Friedman,
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PFPROCEEDINGS

ME. FRIEDMAN: ALl right. At this= time I need
all the people in the aisles to come and take a seat. And I
see lots of empty seats in the middle here, There are seats
in the front. You can have a front row seat tonight.

So the reason we want the aisles clear is
obvious: It might be a safety hazard, plus we want everyone
te be able to walk up and down the aisles to get access to
the micropheones.

S0 everyone standing in the aisle, please find a
seat in the middle of the auditorium, please.

Good evening. On behalf of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commizsion, which I will abbreviate either as
FERC F=E=R=-C or sometimes I'1l just call it the
Commission -- and our federal cooperating agency partners,
I'd like to welcome you all here tonight to a public meeting
to take comments on the draft environmental impact statement
-- or I abbreviate that DEIS -- issued on November 7, 2014
by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission for the Jordan
Cove Ligquefaction Pacific Connector Pipeline Project, which
I will often just call the project.

My name is Paul Friedman, and I'm the FERC
Environmental Project Manager for this particular project.

Alzo here with me tonight from FERC all the

way from Washington, D.C. iz Steve Busch he's the
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1 Assistant Project Manager; from the U.S. Department of
2 Rgriculture Forest Service is Wes Yamamoto. He's in the
3 uniform on the end of the dais here.
4 Representing the U.S. Department <f the Interior
] Bureay of Land Management, which we like to abbreviate as
& the BLM, is Miriam Liberatore. She works out of the Medford
T office.
g Assisting us is my third-party contracter. It's
9 a company called Tetra Tech. And they are the people who
10 =zigned you up in the back. And working for me tonight I
11 have John Scett, John Crookston, and Aaron King.
12 And again I'm going to ask everyone in the aisle
13 in the back to please come and take a seat. All right?
14 Please do that for me now.
15 ({Pause.)
16 ME. FRIEDMAN: Likewisge, the BLM and the Forest
17 Service have a contractor working for them here tonight.
18 And that’'s North State Resources, represented by Paul
19 Uncapher.
20 8o let the record show that this meeting began at
21 6:00 p.m. on Monday, December 8, 2014 at the Southwest
22 Oregon Community College in Coos Bay, Oregon.
23 Az =-- Well, you can't see. But up there I have a
24 court reporter. And so everything that happens tonight will

25 be recorded by him on behalf of FERC so there will be

PM3

Continued, page 3 of 187
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23

24

accurate notes on tonight's proceedings.

The court reporter i=s an employvees of Ace-Federal
Reporters; it's an independent contractor with the FERC.
And Ace will sell you copies of the transcript at various
gliding scale prices bidding from sale day to five business
days after this meeting. At some point Ace will preovide the
FERC with a copy of the transcript and I will put it in the
public record so that everyone can have access teo it through
eLibrary.

And I have just been joined by the captain of the
pert, is that correct?

CAPTRIN TRRVERS: TYes.

ME. FRIEDMAN: Dave Travers, ie that correct?

CAPTAIN TRAVERS: Dan Travers.

ME. FRIEDOMAN: Dan Travers. I'm sorry. So,
Captain Traveres, welcome.

CAPTAIN TRAVERS: Thank you.

ME. FRIEDMAN: If you'd like to speak at

tonight's meeting please sign the speakers' list at the back

of the room maintained by my Tetra Tech team. And we will
call people up to speak one at a time in the order in which
you appear on the list. We ask you to print your name
legibly so I can read it.

The production of the DEIS was a collaborative

effort involving a number of federal cocperating agencies,
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including the BLM, Forest Service, U.S5. Army Corps of

Engineers which I like to abbreviate as the COE the
U.5. Department of Energy -- or DOE -- the U.S.
Envircenmental Protection Agency -- we call that the EFA.

It's like all these abbreviations. TU.S. Department of
Homeland Security, Coast Guard, the U.S5. Department of the
Interior Fish & Wildlife Service -- or FWS -- the Bureau of
Reclamation which we call Reclamation and the Pipeline
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration of the U.5.
Department of Transportation.

The cooperating agencies had an opportunity te
review an administrative draft, and some agencies
contributed text to the DEIS. For example, the BLM and the
Forest Service and the third-party contractor wrote sections

of the DEIS related toe their evaluation of proposed

amendments to their individual distriet or MNational Forest
land Management Plans to make provision for the Pacific
Connector Pipeline.

In a few minutes the BLM representative and
Forest Service representative will explain the actions that
were taken by their agencies with regard to this project.

I'd like to thank our federal cocperating
agencies for their participation in this environmental
review process.

The F

C is an independent federal agencies that
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regulates, among other things, the interstate transportation
of natural gas. We were originally called the Federal Power
Commission when we were created in 1920. And we were
re-named and re-¢rganized under the Carter administration.

The Commissioners, who are the decisionmakers,
are individuals appointed by the President of the United
States and confirmed by Congress. Usually there are five
Commissiconers, three from the party in power, which would
mean currently three Democrats, and two from the other
party, which means there are two Republicans. They
typically serve five-year terms.

Steve and I are not appointed by the President.

We are mere civil servants.

The FERC has approximately 1500 employees. So

compared to many fe

ieral agencies we relatively small.
But I think we have important work to do in providing energy
to the country.

The Commissioners take recommendations from staff
prior to making decisions. Our recommendations for this

= found in Section 5.2 of the DEIS.

In accordance with the Energy Policy Act of Z00S5
and the Natural Gas Act, the FERC is the lead federal agency
responsible for authorizing on-shore liguefied natural gas
terminals

or LNG terminals and interstate natural gas

transmission facilities. We are alsec the lead agency for
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compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 also known as NEPA.

Cur DEIS was prepared to satisfy the Council on
Envircenmental Quality's regulations for implementing the
NEFA. The federal cooperating agencies can adopt our EIS
for their regulatory needs and to comply with the NEPA.
However, each agency would present their own independent
conclusions in their respective records of decision.

The FERC record of decision would be in the form
of a Commission order, which i= issued only after the FEIS

or the Final Environmental Impact Statement has been
produced. S0 so far we have not made a decision about this
project.

on May 21st, 2013, Jordan Cove Energy Project, LP
-- which we just call Jordan Cove -- filed an application
with the FERC under Section 3 of the NGA in docket number
CP13-483-000, seeking authority to construct and operate an
LNG export terminal in Coos Bay, Coos County, Oregon.

Jordan Cove intends to produce about six million
metric tons per annum of LNG from a supply of almost one
billion cubic feet of natural gas per day for shipment in
third-party vessels to customers arcund the Pacific Rim.
Jordan Cove already has permission from the Department of
Energy to export to both Free Trade Agreement nations and

non-Free Trade Agreement nations.
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The main facilities to be part of the Jordan Cove
complex includes a 230 megawatt power plant, a natural gas

proce

sing plant, four liguefaction trains, twoe LNG storage
tanks, transfer pipeline and loading platform, a marine slip
with dockets for an LNG vessel and tugboats, and an access
channel connecting their slip with the existing Coos Bay
navigation channel.

Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline LP or Pacific
Connector -- filed its application with the FERC in Docket
Mumber CP13-492-000 under Section 7 of the NGA on June 6,
2013, Pacific Connector seeks authority to construct and
coperate Z3Z-mile long 36-inch diameter underground welded
a2teel transmisesion pipeline between the mainland hub and the
Jordan Cove terminal at Coos Bay.

The pipeline route would cross portions of
Klamath, Jack=on, Douglas, and Coos Counties, Oregon. MNear
Malin, Pacific Connector would connect with existing
pipeline systems for Gas Transmission Northwest -- which we
call GTH and the Ruby Pipeline which we just call Ruby
-- to obtain natural gas produced in western Canada and the
Rocky Mountains.

For full disclosure, Ruby is partly owned by cone
of the partners in both Pacific Connector and Jordan Cowve.
GTN iz owned by a company called TransCanada.

The Pacific Connector Pipeline would have a
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design capacity ¢f 1.07 billion cubic feet per day with
about 1.04 bef per day dedicated to delivery to the existing
Northwest Pipeline Grant's Pass lateral to serve customers
in Qregon.

Again for clarification, Northwest is owned by
one of the partners of Pacific Connector.

Other facilities associated with the Pacific
Connector Pipeline include a 41, 000 horsepower copresscr
station near Malin, two receipt meter stations for GTN and
Fuby within the compressor station tract, the Clarks Eranch
meter station at the interconnection with Morthwest, a
delivery meter station at the interconnection with Jordan
Cove, five pig launchers and receivers, 17 mainline valves,
and 11 communication towers.

Jordan Cove would receive its supply of natural
gagz from the Pacific Connector Pipeline. Therefore, we
consider the two separate applications to be connected
actions and evaluated the environmental impacts of both the
Jordan Cove and Pacific Connector proposals together in one
comprehensive DEIS.

The two companies also share some ownership
overlap.

I want to make it very clear that the project is
being proposed by Jordan Cove and Pacific Connector, which

are private companies. It iz not something adveocated by the
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United States government. The companies came up with the
dezign and location for their facilities, and the FERC
analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the
construction and operation of those facilities in our DEIS.
The FERC i= not an advocate for the project. We

are advocates for the environmental review process.

The Commissicners will make their own independent
decision about whether the propeosed project has benefits and
would be in the public interest. But they won't reveal that

decizion until later in the process.

During our review of the project we assembled

information from a variety of sourc . including the
applications from the companies, data responses from the
companies, public input, data provided by other federal,
state and local resource agencies, and our own research.
our analyesis can be found in the DEIS.

Once again, I'm geoing to ask everyone in the
aizles to please find a seat. I see lots of seats in the
middle.

8o can everyone who are at the ends please move
in towards the middle =o everyone in the aisles can take a
seat? I appreciate that.

We sent copies of our DEIS out to our

environmental mailing list, which includes elected

officials, federal, state and local agencies, regional
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1 environmental groups and non-governmental organizations,

2 affected land-owners, Indian Tribes, commenters, and other

3 interested parties, local newspapers and libraries, and
4 parties to the proceeding.

] Paper copies were also sent to those who

& requested them in response to our Notice of Intent -- or

T NOI. So if you got a CD and not a paper copy it's because
g you didn't request a paper copy when you had that

9 apportunity.

10 Everyone who received a copy of the DEIS will

11 also be sent a copy of the Final Environmental Impact

12 Statement. And you do not have to sign up again.

13 However, 1f last time vou got a CD and next time
14 you want a hard copy, all you have to do ig to up to the

15 back and sign up with John Scott and my Tetra Tech team, and

16 you can put your name on the environmental mailing list and
17 indicate that you want a hard copy. And we'll honer your

18 request.,

19 You can also use that list Okay. That's...
20 At this time we have no more hard copies of the
21 DE We actually only printed the amount that had been

22 reguested.
23 The Jordan Cove project includes LNG vessel
24 marine traffic in the waterway to and from the terminal.

25 Here at the Coos Bay meeting to discuss the impacts of the

PM3
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se]l traffic in Coos Bay navigation channel is the
Coast Guard Captain of the Port, Captain Dan Travers.

{Applause.)

CAPTAIN TRAVERS: Thanks, everyvbody.

Can you hear me? All right. Thi=s is live.
Good, All right.

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. AS
previcusly introduced, I am cbvicusly Captain Dan Travers.
I'm the Coast Guard Captain of the port for the Federal
Maritime Security Coordinator for the center Columbia River.

My area of responsibility reaches from Queets
River up in -- near Puget Sound, all the way to the
California border, and inland through southern Idahs to the
Idaho-Utah border.

I am here to discuss the Coast Guard role in
agzesgeing the proposed Jordan Cove LNG project on the north
spit of Coos Bay.

With me tonight are my project officers for this
project, Mr. Russ Berg and Mr. Ken Lawrenson. I know
they're cut here because I walked in here with them. But
I'm not sure Oh, here they are. Right here.

And then Lieutenant Commander Chris Culpepper
from Sector Morth M was supposed to be here alse. I don't
zee Chriz. He should hopefully be here in a little bit.

LIEUTENANT COMMANDER CULPEPPER: All the way in
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the back, Captain.

CAPTAIN TRAVERS: All right. Well, there we go.
Thank you.

A project such as Jordan Cove can be divisive,
I'1ll take a moment to clearly note the Coast Guard is
neutral as to whether or not this facility gets built.

It i= my job to manage the navigable waterways
and ensure that they are safe and secure for all
recreational and commercial users.

The Jordan Cove project iz one of two LNG

proje located within my area of responsibility. The
other proposal is for the entrance to the Columbia River in
Warrenton.

I exercize regulatory authority for waterfront

LNG facilities and associated vessel traffic under several

well established statutes, such asz the Ports and Waterways
Safety Act, the Magnuson Act, the Maritime Transportation
Security Act, and others. FERC is the s=ole siting authority
for shore side LNG facilities.

The Coast Guard does not issue a permit for
2iting or operation of LNG terminals. If the facility does
become established and operational the Coast Guard reviews
and approves the facilities coperational manual, the facility
gecurity plan, and emergency response plan.

For the purposes of FERC's permitting process the
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Coast Guard acts as a cooperating agency. We provide FERC
with information relative to navigation, waterway =afety and
security, and vessel equipment.

The Coeast Guard also regquires the applicant to
prepare and submit a waterway suitability assessment. We
evaluate grounds through this assessment with subcommittee
of the area Maritime Security Committee, consisting of
industry experts and other stakeheolders, including state and
lacal emergency responders, marine pilets, towing industry
representatives, and members of the Harbor Safety Committee.

This review culminates in a recommendation te
FERC on the spitability of the waterway for LNG marine
traffic.

one of my predecessors, Captain Fred Meyer,
signed a letter of recommendation to FERC in April of 2009.
That letter found the waterway could be made suitable for
NG traffic with implementation of certain risk mitigatioen
measures as found in the Waterway Suitability Report of
2008.
£

These documents remain the working documents for

the Coast Guard in this project.

Although the Coast Guard's recommendation was
submitted five years ago, we reguired and conducted annual
reviews of the Water Suitability Assessment. Through these

reviews we determined there are no significant changes te
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the waterway or risks a

iated with LNG shipments since
thoge documents were created.

Although the project has changed from import to
export, the risks associated with the vessel in the waterway
remained unchanged.

I am here tonight to listen to your comments.
After I discuss your comments with my staff, the Coast Guard
will respond to all comments in the Final envirconmental
Impact Statement that will be prepared by FERC.

There have been some inaccurate reports and

letters in the press which indicate the Coast Guard intends

to shut recreational and commercial use of Coos Bay down
during an LNG tanker transit. We have no intention to close
the waterway during LNG shipments.

The Coast Guard is highly experienced managing

gimilar moving =zafety and =

curity zones in the Columbia
River for cruise ships and shipments of other dangercus
cargo such as anhydrous ammonia. We do recognize, however,
that it is possible that fishing vessels departing

Charleston during an LNG v el transit may be delayed by 20

to 40 minutes while the LNG tanker clears the entrance.

We take your comments seriocusly. And the more
specific and detailed your comments are, the more thoroughly
we can analyze and address them. Please take the time and

make them orally today or submit them in writing.
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1 Thank you for wour time this evening. It is my
2 pleasure to be able to serve each and every one of you to

3 ensure the safety and security of the maritime community.

4 Thank you.

5 {Applause.)

& MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank wyou, Captain Travers.

T About 72 miles of the Pacific Connector Pipeline

g would cross federal lands, including forty miles of BLM
9 land, 31 miles of Forest Service land and less than a mile

10 of Reclamation land. At this point I would like to

11 intreduce Miriam Liberatore, who will represent the BLM and
12 the Forest Service. And she will explain the actions of

13 those agencies with regard to the project.

14 {Applause.}

15 M3. LIBERATORE: Thank you, Paul.

16 And thank you, all of you, for coming out

17 tonight. Can you all hear me okay?

18 o response,)

19 M5. LIBERATORE: Great. It sounds really loud to
20 me .

21 Az Paul =aid, my name iz Miriam Liberatore. I'm

22 with the Medford District BLM. And I'm BLM's project
23 manager for the Pacific Connector Pipeline.
24 He has already introduced the rest of our team,

25 but there is one more team member I'd like teo introduce to

PM3
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you., And that's Mark Mackowitz, who is with BLM's Naticnal
Project Management Team and our National Transmiseion
Support Team. And he's in the audience here,

Thank you, Mark.

I wanted to talk about BLM and Forest Service's
role in the project, and what it is and what it isn't. Our
role is where the pipeline -- it extends to where the
pipeline would cross federal lands. And by federal lands I
mean BELM, Forest Service, and Reclamation administered
lands.

Most of the project on federal lands is on BLM,
about 40 miles -- about 30 of it on Forest Service and less
than a mile acrose the facilities that Reclamation manages.
S0 our role as BLM az the lead agency for BLM we're
the lead cooperating agency because of our connection with
the right-of-way grant application.

In order to cross federal lands -- and this is
true for anybody, whether you're putting in a driveway to
your home or a pipeline across federal lands you have to
apply for a right-of-way grant. BAnd BLM is the agency with
the authority to issue or deny a right-of-way grant.

We get that from the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920.
And we seek concurrence from our other federal agencies,
from Forest Service and from Reclamation. But the permit

the right-of-way grant would come from BLM.
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What we don't have inveolvement in is LNG plant.
We have no connection there and we have no invelvement in
what happens on private lands, obviously.

S¢ there are two decisions that BLM and Forest
Service would need to make for this project. And one of

them has to do with the right-of-way grant. The other one

has te do with our land management plans. I'1]1 talk about
each of those, and then I'll and then we'll that's
all.

Zo the right-of-way grant, we have received an
application for that. And we have not made a decision yet.
I already explained what that entails but -- or why we need
it. But we won't' make our decision on that until the final
EIZ has been published and we have all the conditions met
that we need to make our decision.

And asz far az the land management plan goesz, both
agencies have current land management plans, BLM and Forest
Service., And the project as proposed in the Draft EIS would
not conform to them. So in order for us to be able to
consider a right-of-way grant, BLM, we need the project to
conform both to our management plans and to the Forest
Service.

Both agencies have policies that allow us to
amend those plans. And so we have proposed a series of

amendments that would allow the project to conform. And
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then we would be able to consider a right-of-way grant.

There are I0 amendmente proposed. Four of them
are on BLM; 15 for the Forest Service; and one joint
amendment that we would both incorporate,

Those amendments have to do with survey and
management guidelines; with habitat protection for the
northern spotted owl and the marbled murrelet. They have to
do with other environmental aspects of the project like
riparian areas and soil conditions and wisual guality
ohjectives.

And then there's also one that would allow us to

-- the BLM and the Forest Service -- to convert some of our
matrix lands which is the allecation where our timber
base lies and most of our other uses lie and to convert

that inte late successional reserves. And that would be to

mitigate impacts to the late suo ional reserves that

would be crossed by the pipeline.
We welcome all of your comments on the proposals
for the right-of-way and the land plan amendments. We do

not have our own proce for them; we are a cocperating

agency. And o our comments will come to us through the
FERC comment process.

S0 all of your comments tonight, if they are
directed to BLM and Forest Service, will go into the record

and we'll respond to them. And then if you have written
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5

ta

comments, please use FERC's process and their docket number.
And we will respond to those comments as well.

I wanted to mention, too, for the land plan
amendments, that those would affect four districts for the
BLM and three forests for the Forest Service. Those are the
Coos Bay District, the Roseburg District, Medford District,
and the Klamath Falls Resource Area of the Lakeview
District. And then on the Forest Service that would be the

Umpgua Hational Forest, the Rogue River Natiocnal Forest, and

the Winema.

%o that's all I have for you. Thank you so much
for coming and for giving us your feedback on this project.
And we look forward to hearing from you.

{Applause.}

ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank you, Miriam.

Rgain, people in the aisgles, please come forward
to the first row. There's some seats here, some seats here.
We need to get people out of the aisles. So if you'll come
down here we have some seats for you.

If people see seats in the middle of the rows,
please move in =0 that people can fill them in. Appreciate
that.

Also, if you want to speak tonight and you have
not signed our speakers list, please go into the back, find

John Scott and my Tetra Tech team and sign up teo speak.
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Ckay? We want to give everyone the opportunity to £

wantes to. But yvou're only going to get called up if you're
on the speakers list. So this is your last cpportunity to
sign up.

We are at the beginning of a 90-day period for
taking comments on the DEIS. Comments can be filed with the
Commission up until February 13th, 2015. The FERC keeps a
conselidated record for all of these proceedings. So please
do not send your comments to the BLM or the Forest Service
or the Coast Guard. Send them directly to the FERC and
we'll and we and the cooperating agencies will answer
them.

Rlgo, do not send me personal e-mails: only
comments placed into the FERC public record on elibrary will

be considered by the Commission staff.

I understand there are some organizations out

there that are providing the public with incerrect

information and telling you to send me e-mails. All right?
That is a deception to keep you from commenting.

In order to comment you must place your comments
on the public record. In a couple of minutes I'11l explain
exactly how te do that. Don't send me an e-mail.

Az e¥plained in our Netice of Availability issued
on Movember Tth, 2014, there are several ways to provide

FERC with your comments on the DEIS.
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1 First, you can the eComment feature on the
2 FERC webpage, which i2 www.ferc.gov.
3 Second, you can use the eFiling feature on the
4 FERC webpage,
] Third, vou can write a letter to the Secretary of

& the Commission at 888 First Street, N.E., Washingtoen, D.C.
T 204%Z6. FRemember to always mark your comments with the
& docket numbers, CP13-483-000 for Jordan Cove and

9 CP13-492-000 for Pacific Connector.

10 Laztly, you can give oral comments tonight at
11 these meetings.
12 All comments received, whether written or oral,

13 will be given equal weight by the FERC staff and will be

14 conzidered in our final EI£. It does not matter if your

15 comments were submitted on the first day after the DEIS was
16 ig=zued on MNovember Tth, or received on the last day of the
17 comment perioed, February 13th, 2015.

18 While the purpose of tonight's meeting is to take
19 verbal comments on the DEIS, given the limited time each

20 presenter will have in this forum, I urge you to send more
21 detailed commentsz to the FERC either electronically or in

22 writing. The more specific your comments, the better we can

23 address your concerns. Comments such as "I am against the

24 projec or 'I am in favor of the project,® are not

25 particularly helpful.
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This is not an election or a popularity conte
Instead, try to focus yvour comments on the environmental
issues raised in the DEIS.

After the comment period ends on February 13th,
2015, the FERC =taff and our third-party contractor,
together with the federal cocperating agencies, will review
the comments and address them in the FEIS. The FERC will
issue a revised Notice of Schedule in the near future that
will present a new date for the issuance of the FEIS and the
G0=day pericd for other federal authorizations.

No decizion about approving or not approving this
project has been made at this time. The EIS is not a
decigion document. Only after taking intoe consideration the
findings in the EIS, together with other non-environmental
factors, such as markets, tariffs and rates, would the
Commissioners make their decision about whether or not te
authorize the project.

If the Commission decides to authorize the
project in an order, only parties to the proceeding known
as intervenors -- may legally question that decision. The
FERC 'z reguirements for filing a motion to intervene can be
found under Title 18, Code of Federal Regulaticns, Part
385.124.

While the period for filing a motion to intervens

has passed, the Commission will consider reguests for late
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intervention with good cause -- typically affected
land-owmners and thoge with legitimate environmental concerns
who cannot be represented by another are considered toe have
good cause for intervention.

However, simply filing a comment will not give
you intervensr status. But you do not need to be an
intervencor to have your environmental comments considered.
An intervenor may seek a rehearing of a Commission order.

If the Commission authorizes the project,
construction may not begin until after Jordan Cove and

Pacific Connector obtain all other nec

sary federal permits
and approvals. At a minimum, this includes:

Biological opinions from the Fish & Wildlife
Service, the National Marine Fisheries Service under the
Endangered Species Act;

A right-of-way grant for Pacific Connector issued
by the BLM under the Minerals Leasing Act, with concurrence
from the Forest Service and Reclamation;

Permits under Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act, Section 404 of the Clean Water Act issued by
the Corps of Engineers; water guality certification under
Section 401 of the Clean Water Act issued by the Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality;

Permite under the Clean Air Act issued by the

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality;
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And a determination by the Oregon Department of
Land Congervation and Development that the project would be
consistent with the Coastal Zone Management Act.

In addition, the Energy Facilities Siting Council
of the Qregon Department of Energy must approve the proposed
South Dune Power Plant associated with the Jordan Cove
terminal.

Jordan Cove and Pacific Connector must document
that all pre-construction conditions of the FERC's order
have been met before we will allow construction to begin.
Construction activities would be monitored by FERC and by
the federal land-managing agencies.

MNow iz the best part of the meeting, where you,
the public, get to speak. I remind you the purpose of this
meeting is to hear public comments on our DEIS in general.

I will not be responding to yvour comments tonight
unless you ask an administrative question that I knew the
answer to. Otherwise T will just be listening. We will
address your comments in the Final Enviromnmental Impact
Statement after we do the appropriate research.

S0 here are some general ground rules for this
meeting.

After I call your name, please come up to the
podium. We have microphones on either side. Come up on

either side. Identify yourself and spell your name for the
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1 court reporter. If you repr

2 name of that organization. If vou are a land-owner along

3 the pipeline and you happen to know your mile post, please
4 tell us or give us an address or Cross street,
] If yvou have a written summary of your comments

& please give them to my Tetra Tech team at t

e back of the
T room and they'll make certain they get into the public

g record.

9 A1l right. My number one rule. Show respect to
10 all speakers, whether you agree with them or not. Please,
11 no cheering or booing. Let's treat each other with respect

12 tonight.
13 Lastly, bhecause of the large number of speakers
14 we expect, each individual will be limited to three minutes

15 ¢ that everyone who wants to speak will have that

16 opportunity. However, I believe our contract is only until

17 eleven o'clock pm, and at eleven I will shut the meeting

18 down.

19 Mr. Busch next to me has a red and a yellow form.
20 At two and a half minutes you see yellow, and at three you
21 zee red and you'll have to stop and let the next speaker

22 have their cppeortunity.

23 I will call up two to four names at a time so
24 that you can line up at the microphones, Jjust to move things
25 along.

zent an organization, state the

PM3
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11 now take speakers in the order that they

appeared on the speakers list. I want to ask yvour

forgiveness in advance if T mis-read or mispronounce your
name, Please correct me when you get to the microphone so
the court reporter can get it right.

The first speaker is Mark Sheldon. After Mark we
have Melody Sheldon and then Curt Clay, and then Bill
Bradbury.

MR. SHELDON: My name is Mark Shelden, M-a-r-k
g=h=g=1l=d=0=-n. I live at 55204 Stock Slough Lane, Coos Bay.

I'm an affected land-owner and I'm here to
address the Draft EIS opinion that the alternate Blue Ridge
route between milepost 11-1FE and milepost 21.8 would have

more environmental impact than the proposed route, and to

address the propoesed Blue Ridge alignment relative to the
northern gpotted owl and marbled murrelet home range and
habitat.
The Blue Ridge Aligrnment, which was developed by
Williams Pacific Connector in late 2013 is not the only
alignment that is constructible on Blue Ridge. There are
multiple ways to avoid the northern spotted owl and marbled
murrelet range and habitat.
The problem here is that Williams Corporation has
never favored any route bhetween milepost 11.1R and milepost P31

21.8 other than the proposed route. Pacific Connecteor has

PM3-1

Comment noted.
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res.

sted Blue Ridge for years and they have stated on

multiple occaszions that the =i

jgested routes on Blue Ridge
were all unconstructible.

Only when FERC in late 2013 compelled Williams to
find and propose a Blue Ridge route did Williams propose a
Blue Ridge route and confirm that it was constructible.
Neither Williams or FERC have adequately analyzed the many
alignment peossibilities which exist in the large area we
<all Blue Ridge.

Pleasze,

2, compel Williams Pacific Connector

te stop trying to push their way through the rural

1 neighborho of Stock Slough, Catching Slough,
0ld Wagon Road, South Seminer Road, Boone Creek and others.
I, and many of the affected land owners and home owners, are
fighting this injustice and this great mistake.

Rz for Williams Pacific Connector, they will not

ever favor Blue Ridge. They know that it's faster and

eas

1d cheaper to push their way through small private

home and land-owners than to deal with the federal oversight

on Blue Ridge. But if this permit is for public convenience
and necegsity, then let's put it on public land.

Compel Williams te find an alignment over Blue
Ridge that satisfies the northern spotted owl and marbled

murrelet concernz, and which now and always will be a far

less environmental impact than the proposed route between

PM3-1
Conl'd

PM3-2

PM3-3

PM3
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PM3-3

While there are no doubt a great number of possible options for
connecting any two points, NEPA does not require every possible
alternative be considered.

Comment noted.

W-1680

Appendix W — Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses



Jordan Cove Energy and
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project

Final EIS

20150113-4002 FERC PDF (Unefficial) 01/13/2015

mil st 11R and 21.8.
Thank wvou.
{Applause.)
ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment.
Next is Melody Sheldon.
MS. SHELDOM: M-e-l-o-d-y S-h-e-l-d-o-n. I
re at 95Z04 Stock Slough.

In your comparison of the Blue Ridge route versus

the proposed route in your Environmental Impact

you noted the names
that do not have the pipeline going through their property.

These indivi 5 own property a long ways from the Blue

Ridge route. Yet FERC cites their concerns as one of the

reasons that it favors the proposed route versus the Elus
Ridge route,
The Draft EIS's use of these unaffected

individuals' concerns as opposed to the written and

submitted concerns of many along the proposed route

represent a real problem with the Draft E The problem

being that the Draft EIS does not comply with the
reguirements et forth by the National Environmental Policy
Act.

The Draft EIS lacks any real analysis of the

pipeline effect on human habitat and habitation on the

propesed route versus the Blue Ridge route. This EIS is

PM3-4

M35

PM3

Continued, page 29 of 187
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The Blue Ridge alternative was proposed by a group of landowners.
Their concerns are discussed because they proposed the Blue Ridge
Alternative. We do not agree that the DEIS does not comply with
NEPA.

Comment noted.
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incomplete. And the required analysis of pipeline

_ PS5
acking Cont'd

effect on human habitation and property values is=
and is recquired by the National Envirommental Policy Act.

There i noe gquestion that the pipeline will
negatively impact property values., The only gquestion is how
much.

In my case the pipeline would cross my property
and be located 200 feet from my house. If you are concerned
about the pipeline on property values, look at the proposed
route and compare it to the Blue Ridge route.

On the proposed route between Coosz River and
Fairview, you will find over Z0 individual land- and
home=-owmers who are directly affected and whoe will fight the

proposed route between Coos River and Fairview. If you are

concerned about environmental impact, put t pipeline on
Blue Ridge. TIt'z the best route and it has the least
environmental impact.

Thank you.

{Applause.}

MR, FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

Mext ig Curt Clay.

After Curt Clay is Bill Bradbury. After Bill
Bradbury would be Kathleen Elman, Paulette Landers, Gary
Landers, and Sylvia Yamada.

MR. CLAY: Okay. It's Clay, C-l-a-y.
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1 I live here. I'm a citizen.
2 And thank you for your commente there, Paul,
3 the abbreviations in that EIS. It's almost impossible

4 the average individual to read that.

31 PM3
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I'd like to regquest

] that somehow that could be cleared up. I don't know how

& you're going te do it.

T And thank you for making clear that the decision

g has not been made to authorize this preoject yet, although

9 most of us don't hel e that.
10 Okay. I came to share a couple of things that
11 are just in the news this morning. And so I thought maybe

12 you hadn't heard it.

13 There's a new study out from the University of
14 Mizzcuri, Center for Environmental Health and the Institute
15 for Health and Environment that decuments problems with

16 infertility, pre-term birth, failure to thrive, respiratory

17 problems and more ass

18 pollution. They are calling for an end to fracking.

ociated with fracking and its resultant

make

19 Now we're up here Does that It's all over
20 the country people are fighting this. Okay. I'll just

21 that point.

22 Also in toeday's news, the former Secretary of

23 Energy is speaking from Colorado, says, 'We need to stop

24 fracking and our dependence on fossil fuels.'

25 So all across the country, as I said, pecple

are

Comment noted.
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1 mebilizing against this destructive activity.
2 Mow I don't think they've read vour EIS.
3 I'd like te -- I'm just going to make a couple of
4 peints here,
] For one thing, these negative impacts from the
& increased hydraulic fracking necessary for Jordan Cove to

7 proceed was not covered in this Draft EIS. I'd like to see

& that covered.
9 Exporting natural gas would increase the
10 environmentally destructive practice of hydraulic fracking

11 because witheut fracking there would be no excess gas te

12 export from Coos Bay. And that's why I'm wearing this silly

13 vest., We don't want to pass gas through Coos Bay.

14 And, by the way, this vest was put together by a

15 local couple that retired that 1i

out on Haynes Inlet.

16 You probably never heard of it. But it's a salmon rooker

V.

17 It's full of oysters. BAnd that's what you're geing te dig

18 up -- not you, but that's what the proposal is: To dig that

19 up to lay a pipe across there to get to that sand spit out

20 there that's in the middle of a red tsunami zone. It

21 shouldn't be built on. I don't know why we're =till arguing

22 about this.

23 Okay. So that's why most of the citizenry here
24 in Coos County are opposed to this.
25 Now we've got folks here from other places that

PM3
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See the response to IND1-3.
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1 think it might be a good idea. But we're locking at the
2 largest estuary in Oregon. And, vou know, =o you = 'S0
3 what? Can't we sail ships up there?’
4 In this case, "Sorry.’ Tou know, they're digging
] a == they dig a turn-around for these tankers right where
& the salt water mixes with the fresh.
T Ckay. I'm done.
g MR. FRIEDMAN: All right.
9 Curt, if you have written -- if you have some

10 written things, you might want to give that to John Scott =so

11 that all of your thoughts get into the record.

12 All right. HNext is Bill Bradbury.
13 ME. BRADBURY: Thank wyou wvery much. My name is
14 Bill EBradbury. I'm the former Oregon Secretary of State,

15 and I'm the former State Senator for this area.

16 And I've given over 400 presentations in Oregon
17 about the impacts of climate change on life as we know it.
18 And I got to tell you, it's not a pretty picture, with

19 droughts, floods, and sea level rise.

20 I'm here to oppose the proposed export of

21 liguefied natural gas. As we all know, LNG iz a foss=il

22 fuel. Burning it releases carbon dicxide and other gases
23 into the atmosphere. For the first time in roughly 500

24 million years, the amcunt of carbon dioxide in the earth's

25 atmosphere has topped 400 parts per million.

PM3
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PM3-8

Comment noted.
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This la

report comes from the Scri

Institution of Oceanography, who are the keepers of the
famed Heeling curve, which is the longest continuous record
of carbon dioxide measurements on the planet,

When Keeling first began his measurements in 1958
the amount of carbon dioxide -- also known as COZ -- was 316
parts per million. Earlier this year the reading was over
400 parts per million as measured at Mona Leoa in Hawaii.

Increasing amounts of carbon dioxide and other

gazes causged by the burning of o0il, gas and cocal are

enhancing the greenhouse effect, causing the planet to warm
to levels that climate scientists say can't be linked just
to natural forces.

S¢ for the past 800,000 years C02 levels never

exceeded -- never exceeded -- 300 parts per million. The

400 parts per million thre

hold is a really =obering
milestone and should serve as a wake-up call for all of us
te support clean energy technoelogy and reduce emissicons of
greenhouses gases before it's too late for our children and
grandchildren.,

I have two daughters and two grandchildren. For
all of them, please don't add more CO2Z to the atmosphere.
Please cppose the export of liguefied natural gas.

Thank you.

{Applause.}
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ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment.
Next gpeaker i= Kathleen Elman. And if I

COrrect me.

mispronounce your name, please

M3, ETMANN: My name is Kathleen Eymann. And
that's spelled K-a-t-h-l-g-e-n E-y-m-a-n-n.

Do you want us to spell our names for the record?

ME. FRIEDMAN: Yes, I do.

MS. EYMANN: Okay. So I hope I wasn't teoo fast.

Okay. So I'm an attorney. BAnd I wanted you to
know that the law s=tates that an environmental impact
statement quote

... must be objectively prepared and not slanted
to support the choice of the agency's preferred alternative
over the other reasonable and feasible alternatives.”
Unguote,

The Council on Environmental Quality in the White
House states that -- quote:

"An agency that prepares an EIS so that it can

inform the decisiommaking process in a timely manner and

will not be used to rationalize or justify decisions already
made., "
Unguote.

And they go on to warn that:

"Misuse of the Hational Enviromnmental Protection

Rct process to justify decisions already made is
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PM3-9 Chapter 3 of the DEIS compares numerous alternatives, including
No Action, considered to the proposed action.

1 counterproductive and can in litigation that could

2 delay and ultimately prevent a propogsed action from

3 proceeding.”

4 Tnguote,

] S0 I want to let you know that this DEIZ, which I

& will let you knew more fully in my written comments but I'11
briefly go over today, is so inadegquate that as soon as I am

g able, which is when you issue a record of decision, I will

9 file a legal challenge on behalf of citizens who want a

10 legally valid process. And that lawsuit will be successful
11 unless you withdraw this draft Environmental Statement and
12 re ue in compliance with the law.

13 Firset, the heart of an environmental impact

14 statement iz you must be examining alternatives. The

15 Executive Summary of this draft st this and it promises

16 quote:
17 "The purpose of this document is to inform the

18 Commis=ion and the public about the potential adverse an

19 beneficial envirommental impacts of the project and its PMz8
20 alternatives.,"

21 Unguote.

22 That statement in your Executive Summary is

23 completely misleading as it relates to this project. HNe

24 alternative iz ever analyzed. MNot even a "no action'

25 alternative.
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The doecument says there are no reasonable and

feagible alternative=z. Well, what about not doing anything?

That's a reascnable and feasible alternative.

The failure to analyze alternatives violate the
intent and letter of the NEFA law. And every court will
agree with me that this EIS must present reasonable and
feasible alternatives and they must be discussed and
analyzed. This draft fails to do so.

I, finally, want to let you know that unless you
withdraw thiz EIZ and provide the public with what you
promised which is an analysis of all the alternatives

FME-10
that it will be overturned. So I reguest that yvou withdraw
this, take it back, and give ue alternatives to evaluate as
you promised in your Executive Summary.
Thank you so much.

{Appl:

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

The next speaker is Paulette Lande

MS. LANDERS: My name is Paulette Landers,
P-a-u-l-e-t-t-e L-a-n-d-e-r-s.

Public interest. Indeed, we have been told that
the proposed Jordan Cove project is in the best public
interest. We have heard that everyone will benefit from

thiz wondrous project. It will bring jobs, financial

benefit, and growth to our area.

Comment noted. See the response to the previous comment.
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Coos County has a high rate of unemployment. You
only need to go to the intersection of Newmark Avenue and
WalMart to see the constant stream of people begging for
their daily meal, Yet Jordan Cove is bringing 2100 workers
imported from elsewhere to fill its work force.,

If this proposed project is to be here, then the
work force must also be from here.

How is public interest served when landowners
have their property confiscated under Eminent Domain and
given 25 percent, or so generously up to 50 percent of
market value for their property, or lese it entirely.

What if I propose to buy one of the owr 5 of

Jordan Cove's home for 50 percent of market wvalue because I
would like to build my private airport where he lives? You

bet he would feel a wee bit outraged.

Rz far as I

an gee, there iz little in the
proposed Jordan Cove project that is in the best publie
interest.

This proposed project will only benefit the PM3-11

foreign corporation, Jordan Cove, which is simply using our

land to pa its gas in order to export it to Asia.

We, on the other hand, will continue to have high
unemployment and a mega-kbomb sitting on the Cascadia fault
line. Kaboom.

{Applause.}

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment.

PM3-11

Comment noted. The DEIS does not say that the Project is in the

public interest.
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The next speaker is Gary Landers.

ME. LANDERS: Yes=., Gary Landers, G-a-r-y
L-a-n-d-e-r-s. We live near milepost one on North Bay Road.

My wife and I live on the shores of Haynes Inlet,
the location of the final miles of the proposed Pacific
Connector pipeline., Ewven though it may pass about 200 feet
from our home, we still won't have natural gas. This is not
a public utility.

I realize a breach of the pipeline is unlikely
until it ages or until a catastrophic Cascadia mega-quake
and tsunami eoccur. But by meost estimates, they are already
overdue,

The U.8. Geological Survey estimates an average

interval of 150 years for local 8.3 magnitude guakes, and

500 years for the M-9 quakes. Jordan Cove's paid
consultants differ, estimating an M-83 within 1500 years and
500 years for an M-9.

The Jordan Cove resource report says not to
worry. They emphasize, 'There is no historical record of
earthaquakes magnitude greater than 3.0 within 50 kilometer
radius of this site in the database.’

But there are no ground metion recording stations
within 50 kilometers. And records don't go back very far.
And the lack of guakes actually probably only means that

Cascadia is accumulating energy for the big cone.
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QOregon Emergency Management in their survival
hooklet d, =ays the mega-gquakes
quote —- 250 And
the last was documented on June 2&, 1700, The guake is
overdue.

Besides shaking things to pieces and causing

tsunamis, great earthquakes cause land te and fall and

flip sidew Jordan Cove papers say vertical displacement
of land in our area during quakes has typically been zero to

1.5 meters.

However, Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral

Industrie t vertical displacement of 1.2 to

thres meters in t Cocuille Estuary. Can this
pipeline withstand ten feet of sudden earth movement?

My wife and I have go-bags filled with emergency

food and clothing and shelter. If we survive the gquake we

may be able to grab the bags and hike
tsunami. That is, if we are not smothered or incinerated by
leaking gas.

0f course, Jordan Cove promises that won't

happen.

Now you may have noticed discrepancies between
the claims of Jordan Cove and the findings of state and
federal scientists. In considering who is most accurate,

consider a guote from the famous philosophers Simon and

PM3

Continued, page 40 of 187

PM3-12

Seismic effects are discussed in section 4.2.2.2 of the EIS. As
stated in that section, welded steel pipes have fared well in
earthquakes in California. The subsidence is not predicted to be an
abrupt change and it is anticipated that the pipeline can span that
movement over distance. Also as stated in the FEIS, additional
geotechnical studies would be undertaken prior to construction.
See also response to IND1-4.
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1 Garfunkel:

2 "Such are promiges, all lies and jest. Still
3 man hears what he wants to hear and disregards the re
4 Sadly, I have found this to be true., In the

] of Jordan Cove the men tell you what they want you to he
& and disregard the rest.
T I urge you to seek out the whole truth, not j

g Jordan Cove's self-serving version.

9 Thank you.
10 {Applause.}
11 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.
12 The next several speakers are Sylvia Yamada,

13 Athens, Dee Willis, and Joseph Morgan.

14 {Pause.)

15 MR. FRIEDMAN: 1Is Sylvia here?

16 MS. YAMADA: Yes, I'm here.

17 MR. FRIEDMAN: You may speak, Sylvia.

18 M3. YAMADA: My name is Sylvia Yamada,

19 S-y-l-v-i-a Y-a-m-a-d-a.

20 The Dungeness crab supports an important

21 commercial and sports fishery from Alaska to California.

a PM3

Continued, page 41 of 187
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In

22 Oregon, the 2014 fishing season yielded 14 millicn pounds,

23 5560 million to crabbers,

and an estimated $100 million to

24 the Oregon economy. Thisz makes the Dungeness crab fishery

25 the most valuable commercial fishery in Oregen.
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1 The life cycle of the Dungeness crab is complex

2 and depends on both the estuarine and near shore habitate.

3 Mating occurs in shallow water and females migrate offshore
4 te breod and hatch their eggs.

] The early larval stages feed and rear in the near
& shore water column, after which the final larval stages ride
T tidal currents back to shore, settle out in shallow

g estuarine habitats and metameorphose inte juvenile crabs.

9 The highest density of juvenile Dungeness crabs
10 are found in estuaries, which provide warm water, high

11 biolegical productivity, and preotection from predation.

12 Sand substrate and eel grass beds are preferred
13 habitats for these young crabs, which bury intoe the sand and
14 hide in the eesl grass to escape predators. Size

15 measurements of crabs trapped at Russell Point below the

16 MoCullough bridge show that Dungeness crabs in their first

17 two years of life are extremely abundant in the mid- and low
18 inter-tidal areas such as pools and eel grass beds
19 In my research documenting the status of the

20 non-native European green crab, I encountered young

21 Dungenesz crabe in all my study sites. I selected a subset
22 of sites the north and south side of TransPacific Lane
23 and the beach adjacent to the Roseburg Forest Product

24 Watchmans Group.

25 The results from over 600 trap days show that

PM3

Continued, page 42 of 187
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young Dungeness crabs are consistently abundant from 2002 to
[a] at al . with an average catch rate of 15 per
trap.

These results confirm the findings by Emmett and

that estuaries are important nursery habitats for

This point needs to be kept in mind when the
TransPacific Parkway is to be expanded and a berth is teo be

cut for ocean-going vessels. Not only will the turbidity FM3-13

during the construction phase be of concern to the

al community, the ongeing dredging teo maintain the
berth and shipping channels will continue to bhe a

disturbance.

It will result in habitat loss for native

species, including the valuable Dungen crab. In one

study between 45 and 85 percent of Dungeness crak

during the simulated dredging operation.
MR. FRIEDMAN: Can you please wrap it up?
M5. YAMADA: Yes.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Your time is over.

M YAMADA: Marine habitats modification by
construction of the Jordan Cove Energy Project could impact
the important Oregon Dungeness crab fishery.

{Applaus

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

PM3-13

Effects on aquatic resources from pipeline construction are
addressed in section 4.6.2.3. The channel has been dredged for
decades. The effects from dredging for this project are addressed in
section 4.4.2.1.
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I know you've already put one letter into the
record. If you want to put those written records, you can
find John Scott at the top.

Next is Gary Athens,

ME. THIES: My name is Gary Allen Thiess, Jr.
G-a-r-y T-h-i-e-s. I live at 1840 Johnson Street. That is
in the Airport Heights area of North Bend.

I am a journeyman Oregon inside wireman. And I
understand codes and compliances. And I understand that you
have all been placed in the positions that you have in order
to make objective decisions based upeon the facts and based
upon your training.

I'm trained in the national electrical code,
NFPA=T0 and NFPRA-72, which iz the national fire protection
and signaling code. I am a NICET Level 3 fire alarm
electronic designer. And I do work with hazardouws gases and
their transmissions, and detections thereof.

I will not take the time to try to tell you what
your job is and what you're supposed to look at when you're
evaluating the environmental impacts of what this preject
could bring into our communities. And I know that if you do
approve it and your envirommental impact statements are
addressed by other agencies that they're going to rely upon
your professional training and yvour desire to do your job

well.
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1 And I want to say of the people that will be
2 working on thie project, many of them will be local
3 tradesmen who are trained in what they de. And I want you
4 to know that we appreciate what you're deing, and we want
] you to make a concerted effort to make the bhest choice for

& our communities in where this pipeline will travel and what

T communities and what people’s property will be affected.

g I want you to examine the facts te the best of

9 your ability. And I'm just here to say that I support what

10 you're doing. And I'm also in favor of bringing a project

]

11 like this inteo our community, to developing one of the

12 largest deep water ports in the United States close to th
13 Pacific Rim and to use it to its capacity and ite ability.
14 Thank you for your time.

15 (Applause.)

16 ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

17 {Applause.}

18 MR. FRIEDMARN: Dee Willis.

19 MR. WILLIS: My name is Dee Willis, D-e-e

20 W-i-1-1-i-s. I live at 60669 South Sumner Road in Coos Bay.

21 The LNG proposed route in the draft EIS goes

22 directly through my property and crosses two fish-bearing
23 streams as it does. This is part of the &5 water bodies
24 that the draft EIS proposed route crosses, versus the eig

25 water bodies that the proposed Blue Ridge route crosses.

ht

I

PM3
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Comment noted.
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feel very strongly that the FERC Draft EIS is wrong and the

Blue Ridge route iz the bhetter choice.
In the Draft EIS there are several references to
the noerthern spotted owl and the marbled murrelet habitat

impacts on the proposed Blue Ridge route. But there are PM15

virtually no references to the habitat impacts on the
residents and/or land owners that are affected by the Draft
EIS propeosed route.

Censtruction through yards, income-producing
pasture lands, income-producing timber lands, residential
water sources, and just the annoyance of perscnal property

for a pr

being used to subsidize a route ate company.
Again, the Blue Ridge route is the better choice.
I am a volunteer fire fighter and EMT with the

of

fire district that covers mc Stock Slough. cCatching
Slough from Stock Slough to Sumner, 0ld Wagon Road, South
Sumner Road, Boom Creek Road and Coos City Sumner Road from
approximately mile post 1.5 through Sumner towards Fairview.
We are a very small department, few volunteers.

And the possible impact on us with the proposed route is

unimaginable. The Blue Ridge route would aveid these
residential areas and is the better choice.

Again, I want to say that the FERC Draft EIS
proposed route iz wrong and the Blue Ridge route is the

better choice: Less water bodies crossed, less habitat and

Effects on landowners affected by the proposed route, as well as on
the communities near the route, are discussed in section 4.9.
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sociceconomic i 1es for the residents and/or landowners,
and the zafety concerns for all in the propoged route as it
applies to the fire district that I belong to.

Thank you.

{Applause.)

MR, FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

After Joseph Morgan, I'd like to call up Charles
Miller, Ron Sadler and Bill McCaffree.

DR. MORGAN: My name is Dr. Joseph Morgan,
J=g=g=g=p=h M=0=-r=g=-a=-n. I'm an allergist. And my office
iz at 1750 Thompson Read in Coos Bay.

I've had a medical practice in Coos Bay for 49
years., And I've seen a lot of changes in the area during
thoze years, some good and some not so good.

We had several large mills when I came here, and
one by one they cloged. And there's no argument that this
was bad for the local economy. But at the same time as the
mills closed, I saw improvement in the health of patients
with chronic respiratory disease and other illnesses as our
air guality improved.

The DEIZ listz a proposed o projected
emission of 1177.5 tons per year of air pellutants. And
then the power plant will have additicnal output. And the
figures I've seen on that have varied, according to sources.

There was an article in the World Newspaper recently
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projecting that there would be 2.1 millicon metric tons of
greenhouse gaszes | ced ear
Mo e DEIS also mentioned annual weather cycles

in our area, And it calls our summers dry. However, this

iz not strictly the case.

It gave no consideration for the amount of fog we
have. And actually our relative humidity times the
highest in July and August. A&And fog will tend teo trap air
pollutants, hold them closer to the ground. And there's an
increased opportunity for inhalation.

Now of this total of over 1100 tons per year, 558

11 be in the form of gases as f nitrogen and

volatile organic chemical compounds, an
be carbon meonoxide,
Almost 372 tons will ke in the form of what are

called fine particulates. These are particles that lodge

within the lungs and the body has no way to remove
them.
The DEIS said there should be no hydrogen sulfide

produced. And I hope this is correct because this is

incredibly toxic., And there is no safe exposure level at
all.

MNow current medical research has clearly shown
that all of these substances, including the greenhouse

gases, and cause human illness. It iz neot the situation

PM317

PM3
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The Coos County Weather Service provides the following
description: "the coastal zone is characterized by wet winters,
relatively dry summers, and mild temperatures throughout the
year." Coos Bay has some summer fog but is well north of the fog
belt, which extends from extreme southwest Oregon through
Monterey County in central. CA.

Comment noted. See the estimates for pollution levels in section
4.12.
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1 where there's going toe be a body count in weeks or months.
2 But some cases will have acute symptoms: for others it may ;\;‘?;;
3 take years or even decades.
4 But it's v a fact that some persol & more
] suscaptible to these conditions than others. And often the
& so-called permissible levels of ure are too high te
protect a given individual.
g Now I can safely say from long experience and
9 without exaggerating -- that many here this evening will
10 eventually see thisz happen either to themselves or a loved
11 one
12 ME. FRIEDMAN: Dr. Morgan, I'd like to ask vou to
13 wrap it up.
14 DR. MORGAN: over time.
15 ME. FRIEDMAN: And you can put your --
16 DR. MORGRAN: So there needs to be
17 MR. FRIEDMAN: -- comments in the record.
18 DR. MORGRAN: There needs to be much more
19 consideration of health effects of putting this much PM315

20 pollution into the local air.

21 Thank you.

22 {Applause.}

23 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

24 MNext ig Charles Miller.

25 MR. MILLER: am Charles Miller. C-h-a-r-l-e-s

As stated in section 4.13, pollution levels would be well below state
and national air quality standards (page 4-885).
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18

19

M-i-1-1-e e emeritus of oc

I am a profe

sanography at
Oregon State University.

A strong probability has been established by
Qregon State geologist Christopher and celleagues that a
powerful earthgquake and tsunami sequence will be generated
by the near to the coast Cascadia subduction zone during the
active life of the JSEP LNG terminal. The impacts added by
the terminal to those of such an earthguake and tsunami are
unacceptable.

Geo=engineering consultants evaluated the likely

earthequakes that could impact the preject in several Oregon

Department of Geology categories of subdy

ion slip as
appropriate to the plant design. Earthoquakes expected from
all the categories have moment magnitudes similar to Richter
scale numbers of 6.9 or 9.0. Such guakes are intensely
violent.

Tsunami expert Joseph Zhang produced tsunami
models for JSEP, the results of which are not explicitly
shown in the EIS. The model is as good as could be done.
But it includes only one incoming wave. There is no tsunami
trough behind that.

Real initial tsunami arriving inside bays ace
followed by tsunami troughs as deep below the original water
surface as the wave was above it.

Moreover, many equally large waves and deep

FM2-19

PM3

Continued, page 50 of 187

PM3-19

See the response to IND1-4 and IND51-5. Also see the analysis in
section 4.2.1.3 of the EIS.
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troughs can continue for up to ten or Z0 hours after the

first in-rush. The =equences are prolonged horrors. The

gquake and tsunami inte Hoko, Japan in 2011 tortured and ?‘:ﬁ‘ﬂg
killed the people of cities and coastal valleys for hour

afrer hour.

The EIS should describe that horror sufficiently.
Here's a preview:

The shaking will move houses and other buildings
off their foundations, generating rubble and trapping many
people. Shaking at accelerations up to 70 percent of
gravity will throw people down, tip shelving onte them,
collapse roofs and walls, open impassible faults in the
astreate, drop bridges, break natural gas lines, probably
including the Pacific Connector, start fires, break water
mains serving fire hydrants, and the list goes on.

ARll first responders and every other o

person will be fully cccupied dealing with the immediate
crisis. And then comes the tsunami.

Anybody who has not departed for high ground
likely because they now cannot -- can be swept away or
drowned while trapped behind a barrier.

Immediately after a guake the 24/7 emergency
response teams at JSEP will be dealing with a wide array of
impacts once they manage to pick themselves off the floor of

their station. They won't know a tsunami will arrive in
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about 20 minutes,

But before it does, there will be 2o many things
to deal with wnder impossible conditions of electric power
cutage, darkness, simultanecus rain and wind, injured plant
workers, that they would be lucky to get the LNG transfer
arms detached from a moored LNG carrier.

Actually, a tsunami will lift the carrier moored
in the new basin since the bucyancy will either pull cut the
boards to which it is attached or it will break the mooring
cablesz. LNG cablesz will either be run aground or drift in
the enhanced flow.

The notion that tug boats are going to maneuver
themselves in a carrier and the comings and goinges of a
teunami £low are fantasy. In the midst of all this,
something on the ship or the terminal is extremely likely to
break and release LNG

MR. FRIEDMAN: ©Dr. Miller —-

MR. MILLER: -- while the action --

ME. FRIEDMAN: your time is up.

MR. MILLER: -- elevation earthquake engineering
notwithstanding.

MR. FRIEDMAN: And you can file yeour comments on
the record.

{Applause.}

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.
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. The newt speaker is Ron Sadler. PM3-20 Section 1.3 discusses applicant's purpose and need for the project.
Section 1.4 discusses the purpose and scope of the EIS for each of

M SRDLE M name i= Ron Sadle I
et the cooperating agencies and for FERC. The Commission will
4 Sramddne J . I determine the need for the project, not the EIS.

5 mpact statement for the Jordan Cove proposal weuld consict PM3-21 Alternatives are discussed in chapter 3. It is not correct that FERC
found there were no reasonable alternatives to the Project. The
DEIS states in section 3.2.2.4 that the proposed Oregon LNG
Project may be considered a viable alternative to this Project. This
project is being analyzed in a separate EIS.

of four main segments. In the first segment of a v

the underlying purpose and need to which

9 In the Jordan Cove Draft EIS, however, FERC tells
10 us that the parmese and need for the propesed preject was PM3-22 The affected environment is discussed in each section of chapter 4
1 efined by the Sorden Cove applicant eeeit for the resource discussed in that section. While there is no separate

heading titled Affected Environment, much of the more than 1,000
pages in chapter 4 are devoted to describing the affected
environment.

i EIS would list

13 alternative

the stated need.

14 defined statement of need provided by the applicant, FE
15 conveniently finds in the draft EIS that there simply are no
13-21
reasonable alternatives to thi
17 in i th
18 Environmental Protection Agency state th ordan
19 proposal should be discussed within the context of the 13
20 other proposed LNG export terminals currently before FERC.
21 'z response in the draft EI£ i= that it is
22 FERC's peolicy to allow market forces to influence where LNG
23 terminals should be situated. Apparently, envircmnmental
24 considerations play ne role whatscever in FERC's process.
25 The third segment of a valid EIS calls for a PM3-22
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cription of the aff nvironment within the vicinity

of the proposzal. It is meant to form a b

xline of existing

environmental conditions &0 as to be able to make a valid

ssment of the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects

of the pr

wged project.

In the draft EIS FERC simply omits this segment
entirely.

The final segment of a valid EIS, entitled
Environmental Consequences, is meant to provide the
zcientific and analytical bazisz for the comparison of the
propeosed action and all reasonable alternatives.

In the draft EIS FERC has already determined that

there are no reasonable a natives, =6 this section

becomes a 1000 page justification and rationalization of the

Jordan C & proposal, which is a direct violation of
existing NEPR regulations.

To summarize, the Jordan Cove draft EIS is a 5000

page attempt to ev e and circumvent the letter and intent

of the National Enviromnmental Policy Act. I ask that

rescind the current draft EIS and geo back to the drawing
board and prepare a new draft EIS that is in full compliance
with existing law and regulations. In other weords, de it
right for a change.

{Applause.}

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

PM3

Continued, page 54 of 187

PM3-23
PM3-24

PM3-22
Cont'd

PM2-23

PM3-24

Comment noted. See the above response concerning alternatives.

The current DEIS is in compliance with the applicable laws,

including NEPA.
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PM3

Continued, page 55 of 187

01/13/2015

The next speakers are Bill McCaffree, Ron Larue,
John Clarke, and Martha Clemons.
MR. MC CAFFREE:

Good evening. My name is Bill

McCaffree, B-i-1-1 M-¢-C-a-f-f-r-e-e, 2650 Cedar Street,
North Bend, Oregon.

I am a 40-year plus member of the IDEW, Local 932
in North Bend, Oregon. And I'm also a small business owner.
And I'd like to address some of the scociceconomic impacts teo
small businesses,

In anticipation of the Jordan Cove project the
unions are ramping up their labor rates right now. Unicn
electricians would receive at least $350 a week in addition
to wages just to work on the Jordan Cove Energy Project
instead of local shop jobs.

The extra pay for Jordan Cove would drain local
union shops of many people. And the shopes would be
disadvantaged due to the pay inequity from Jordan Cove, and
certainly lose employees.

When Jordan Cove would end most journeymen would
not have local jeobs to come back to because the shep jobs
would have been filled by apprentices or travelers. The
excess of apprentices and journeymen would have to travel
out of the area for work.

The high wages would defer local consumers from

hiring union labor and invoke wage cuts like we had back in
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1 the '80s.
2 The majority of workers for this project would be

3 cutsiders. They would take their wages and leave the area.

4 I know because I did just that in the early '80s when I

] worked on a large industrial project in Washing State.

& Recently the union has difficulty in filling

T local jobs. For example, the union took my apprentice for a

g small hospital job last summer, and leaving my business

9 disadvantaged.

10 The answer to our energy needs isn't the finite
11 gas and oil industry. Fresne, California IBEW Local 100 was
12 in big trouble f yvears ago with almost 40 percent of

13 their members out of work.

14 In the last three years 50 megawatt and larger

15 solar projects have virtually prov

fed full employment,

16 accounting for 80 percent of the work and their local.

17 Kevin Cole, business manager for Local 100, said 'Selar

18 saved our local.’

19 With the global drop in oil prices the production
20 of gas and oil from the oil sands developments in Canada may
21 Just slow down. It has already affected at three three

22 multi-killion dellar contracts by postponing or canceling

23 them.
24 The draft EI£ basically ignores many things, like
25 the transportation te Jjob site impact of workers coming from

PM3

Continued, page 56 of 187

PM3-25

PM3-25

The comment is not correct. See section 4.9 for a lengthy
discussion of these issues.
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1 RV parks and local housing. It's incomplete, DES page PM3_26
PM3-25

. 839 Cort'd

3 And th romparison of peak shaving plants to the

4 ordan Cove facility and the South Dunes Power FPlant, DEIS
PMI-26

] page 4-791, mentions eleven LNG facilities

elaborate what type of facility they are.

there's land theft via eminent domain.
g If you support Jordan Cove, you

9 theft, straight out.

11 foreign businesses and industries and puts

3 MR. FRIEDMAN: Mr. McCaffree, I'd
14 wrap it up, please.
15 MR. MC CAFFREE: I say no to LNG;

18 more boondoggles.

but doesn't

And, of course,

suppert land

10 Exporting our non-renewable resources helps

the U.S5. at a

like wyou to

Ne

Thank you for your comments.

Nolan and Ellen

19 {Applause.}

20 MR. FRIEDMAN:

21 iz Ron Larue or Lorell.

22 MR. LOVELL: My name is Ren

23 L=o=v=-e=1-1. I'm speaking for my parents,

24 ell, who are affected land-ownerz of the proposed

25 pipeline route.

They live at 61984 Old Wagon Read in Coos

The text discusses a study conducted near a peak shaving plant in
Newport and Portland and identifies the two cities. It also
discussed a study of 262 facilities, including 11 LNG facilities, and
states that these were “across the country.” The study is cited and
can be found in the reference section (appendix U) if a reader
wishes to see details of the study.
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PM3-27 There is no grounds or precedent set to assess homes within 100,

200, 300, or 500 feet. The commenter provides no reasoning for
these distances.

1 Bay and have two affected streams on their property. They

4 misleading as it portrays the environmental and personal PM3-28 Comment noted. Additional information on effects on wells and
] impact to the total number of home owners by asking only how drinking Water Sources is in the FEIS'
many residences are within 50 feet of the construction right PM3-21 PM3-29 The DEIS lists 12 waterbodies crossed for the Proposed Route and
s cpposed to comparing the total number of 9 for the Modified Blue Ridge Alternative. These numbers are
8 residences within 50, 100, 200, 300, and 500 fest of the based on hydrography data (see table 3.4.2.2-1). As noted in the

footnote of that table, field surveys identified 41 perennial streams
and 24 intermittent streams along the Proposed Route. Field

9 proposed route versus the Blue Ridge route.

10 The draft EI£ incorrectly portrays the risks to
s ety e er e i 11 1 I surveys have not been completed for Blue Ridge route but they

rou ~f £t EIS 1 o1l -._._.-._._‘ within 50 would most likely identify many additional small streams. Because
) _ there are no surveys on the Blue Ridge Route, desktop surveys are
1 feRn on the conermerion okt of T e e used for comparison and the survey information was provided for
14 as the effect to those who get their water from year-round context.
15 springs and shallow wells will be many times greater than

e wel
17 idge route, by will affect n
19 FERC's Table 3.4.2.2-1, pages 3-28 in the Draft
20 Environmental Impact Statement, states that there are
21 streams crossing the proposed
PM3-29

22 Ridge altermative. Yet the

23 41 perennial and 24 intermittent streams on the proposed

4 route. How many are there?

25 The table does not give valid comparisons.

W-1710 Appendix W — Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses



Jordan Cove Energy and
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project

Final EIS

5%
20150113-4002 FERC PDF (Unefficial) 01/13/2015 '
1 For these reasons and others, my parents feel
2 that the Blue Ridge alternative route is the preferred route
3 for the pipeline,
4 Thank you.
] ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank wyou for your comments.
& {Applause.)

MR. FRIEDMARN: John Clarke.

& MR. CLAR John Clark. J-o-h-n C-l-a-r-k-e.
9 Mile post &0.
10 A short time ago Senator Cruz made a statement to
11 the Chamber of Commerce. And in it he started that global
12 warming was a fant And he offered no « nentations
13 or anything.
14 I want to read you just a little short article.

15 It's just a little paragr

16 La=zt month was the warmest October globally since
17 weather records began being kept in the late 1800s. With

18  greenhouse gas levels climbing to t level in

19 00,000 years, this year also produced the warmest RApril,

20 May, June, RAugust, and September.

21 To put two million tons of greenhouse gas into
22 the atmosphere for strictly generating power to liguefy gas
23 for convenience in shipping it to some foreign market is not
24 in the public interest.

25 63 percent of the land crossed by the pipeline is

PM3

Continued, page 59 of 187

PM3-30

The FERC makes no determination as to whether the project is in
the public interest. This will be determined by the Commission.
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1 forested land. To take millions of trees out of the PM3_31 A 2012 StUdy by the Energy Information AdminiStration (EIA) Of
o entery e e n e bab1ie tmeereot the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) stated: “...U.S. natural gas
. ' s ot s 11e you mered hat prices are projected to rise over the long run, even before

e considering the possibility of additional exports.” Another 2012
T e mrn e thers e l e e study by NERA Economic Consultants for DOE found that the
] cubic feet per day of gas at Malin. That's becanse of the natlon |S “prOjECted tO galn net ECOHOI'nIC benefItS fI’OI’n a||0WIng
& Ruby pipeline. They want to take that one billion cubic LNG eXpOftS."

feet of gas a day and £ it.

g How if you take your surplus away, how do they

9 have gas for all of these industries that you're going to

10 create by going to natural gas? It's geing to raise the

11 price of the domestic supply. That's net in the public PM3-31
int st.

13 I'11l close cquickly with the placing of a

14 hazardous facility in a tsunami inundation zone is not in

15 the public interest, and especially when it's at the end of
a runway. There's a primary impact area at the end of that

17 runway. And you're putting in -- or proposing te
18 put in the ligquefaction trains.

19 {Applause.}

20 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comment.

21 The next speakers on the list are Martha Clemons,

22 Will Wright, Richard Knablin, Jenathan Hanson, and Jimmy
23 Haun.
24 MS. CLEMONS: Martha Clemons.

25 ME. FRIEDMAN: Martha?
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1 MS. CLEMONS: Yes.
2 ME. FRIEDMAN: Please spealk.
3 M3. CLEMONSZ: Yes. My name is Martha Clemons,
4 C-l-e-m-o-n-5.
] I feel compelled to speak out tonight that FERC
& must reject any and all permits for the proposed Jordan Cove

T Energy Project, LNG terminal, and connecting pipelines.

g There are many reasons, as you've already heard, why this
9 project is a bad idea. I'm going to speak about just one,
10 the greenhouse gas, carbon diowide, or C0Z.

11 The pre

ence of CO02 in the atmosphere at such
12 high levels as we have now, 400 parts per million as Mr.
13 Bradbury pointed out, warms the planet and destabilizes the

14 climate. The debate is over about that. Research continues

15 te support that global warming is a direct result of the
16 buildup of carbon emigsions in the atmosphere.
17 This glebal warming results in problems, like

18 severe and dangerous super-storms, melting of the Greenland

19 ice sheet, release of methane from melting permafrost,

20 warming oceans, sea level rise, and extinction of sp
21 Although your DEIS addresses the C02 emissions
22 from the generating plant that will power the LNG terminal,
23 it does not take into account the greenhouse gas impacts
24 from the additional fracking that will occur or the burning

25 of the exported U.S. gas in the foreign markets. These

PM3

Continued, page 61 of 187

PM3-32

See the responses to IND1-1 and IND1-3.
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21

22

23

24

impacts cannot be reduced to significant levels.

The notion that natural gas ig a clean
alternative fuel iz false, To extract gas by fracking, an
envirenmentally destructive process in itself, transported
in pressurized pipelines that can leak and start fires, use
tremendous amounts of energy to convert it te LNG and ship
it overseas for burning there iz unconscionable.

Ultimately this process will release millicns of
tons of new CO2Z and will contribute to an unstable and
potentially unlivable climate. And what for? Enormous
profits for a few while the systems that sustain life on
earth as we know it will be irretrievably damaged.

This ig not acceptable. I don't know of anyons
who could accept that. It iz morally wrong to leave a

ransacked planet for our children and our grandchildren.

The

report from the Inter-Governmental Panel
on Climate Change states that there needs to be a huge shift
away from carbon-intensive energy sources to head off the
worst effects of global warming. We must begin a rapid
transition away from all fossil fuels, including natural
gas, and keep the rest of that resource in reserve for our
future generations.
You, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
have the obligation to regulate to that end. And yvou must P33

start now by denying all permits to build LNG terminals and

PM3-33

FERC does not regulate either fracking or greenhouse gases.
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PM3-33

connecting pipelines, Cortd

You could invest Oh. And to the co

waration,
Jordan Cove or Verison or whatever you're calling
yourselves, if you want to help the community of Coos Bay
you are an energy company --

MR, FRIEDMAN: It's time now to wrap it up.

M3. CLEMONZ: And you could invest in helping us
all to convert to renewable energies and we would all thank
you.

ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank yvou for your comments.

{Applause.}

ME. FRIEDMAN: Next speaker is Will Wright.

ME. WRIGHT: Good evening, gentlemen, ladies and
gentlemen. My name iz William Wright. W-i=l=l=i-a-m
Wright, W-r-i-g-h-t. I'm a retired mechanical engineer
professional status,

If the pipeline is to be brought in, I urge you:
put it on the Blue Ridge site for a number of very important
reasons. I believe that the information provided to FERC in
many cases is inadequate, irrelevant, and wrong. That
information does not appear to have been seriously vetted.

The Blue Ridge route has eight water crossings
where the low-level crossings are 30 -- pardon me, 85 -- and
which are in a =aline or a brackish enviromment, which

presents corrosion problems.
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The 77 acres that my wife and I own are about the
mile post eight or thereabouts, 0ld Wagon Road and Anchor
Road junction area. This property is -- what? -- 2000
ditch ig going to be dug across our property, which is
partially tree farm at this time, but it was bought as rural
residential investment.

The county is going to badly need rural
residences for the future as the economy grows. But what
mother is going to want to raise her kids next to a high
pressure gas pipeline.

The terrain there is steep, deep, uphill, wet.
It's got a lot of construction problems. And I think the
Blue Ridge route would circumvent all of that.

Blue Ridge is nearly free of dwellings. The
lower level pipeline has many dwellings on it.

To say that there's only one house within 50 feet

P34
of the pipeline is absurd. What's 50 foot? That's
practically inside your living room. So if you looked at
200, 500 or 1000 feet, that would make some sense. But it
would show how irrelevant some of the information that
Jordan Cove has provided is.
Another problem with putting a high pressure
pipeline across many little private properties is that the
individuals you're dealing with are na ve, they're innocent,

they're unschooled in the technologies of pipelines and

PM3-34

Comment noted.
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PM3-35 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments
2 wrong they are virtually helpleszs. They have no real on the DEIS paSt FEbruary 13' 2015

3 standing to make the mishaps or the surprises that are going PM3'36 ThiS iS a dl’aft EIS, nOt a final Additional information Wi” be
4 to show up in the program visible. added in the FEIS. Other requirements are likely to be included in
the FERC order, if the project is approved by the Commission.

1 welding and pipeline fires and all. When things start to go

5 Whereas the Blue Ridge route will have generous

to watch what's geing on. And they have

ate ;up;le_J'_y to make corrections if necessary.
g If the pipeline is to be approved I urge you to

9 put it on Blue Ridge rather than up the river valley.

10 Thank you.
11 MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.
{Appl
13 ME. FRIEDMAN: The next speaker is Richard
14 Knablin.
15 MR. ENABLIN: Helle. My name is Richard Knablin,
16 K-n-a-b-l-i-n. I live on Delaware Street in North Bend
17 right on the edge of the explosive zone.
18 Thank you for this opportunity to comment. I

19 a d for an ext on of comment time as this DEIS is far PM3-35
20 ine in the time allotted. I mean a

21 thousand pages.

22 This DEIS alsc appear to be incomplete. There

23 are so many 'will be dones' and 'should be dones' throughout

24 that it seemz little haz been firmly established. The

25 pipeline route itself is not established. The FAA has not
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5 needs to

1 given its approval. The Army Corps of Engin
2 weigh in.
3 And there are many state agencies who must be

4 heard before this report is complete, More reasons to

] extend the time limit for public consideration of a truer

& look at this project.
T Apparently the purpose and need for this project

That

g was defined by Jordan Cove and accepted by F

9 purpose appears to be corporate profits. As there is ne

10 benefit to anyone else from this project, 30 to 50 permanent

11 jebs is not enough justification for the enormous negative
12 manently impre s southern Ore

13 Rocording to Jordan Cove's application, the

14 project is a market-driven response to the increasing

15 availability of competitively priced natu

al gas from
16 western Canada and Rocky Mountain sources, and robust

17 international demand for natural gas.

18 Then it goes on to admit there are no firm

19 buyers, no market as yet for this gas. There was supposed

20 to be a pipeline precedent agreement executed by October
21 2014. But I have not seen any of that yet.
22 New reports show that by 2030 Jordan Cove will be

23 the largest emitter of air pellution in the State of Oregon.

24 Matural gas is mostly methane, a harmful gas that would be

25 released inevitably as it moves through the Jordan Cove

PM3

Continued, page 66 of 187

PM3-37

We have sent a data request to the applicant regarding this issue.
Their response to this request will be incorporated into the FEIS.
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ect is upwind

from the largest conc rion of human habitation on the

Oregon coast.

Sea level rise., On April Znd, 2014 communication

to FERC relayed that -- quote:

Given the uncertainties and predictions o

level change along the Oregon coast and negative trends of

these changes along some areas of the coast, namely due to

the tectonic rise, it is recommended not to include sea

level rise facteo

r into the tsunami modeling procedure.

This attitude seems to represent the bottom line

for Verison: Dismiss the unknown variables.
A reputable EIS requires a baseline study of all

affected lands and waters. Such a study has not been done

on the Coos Bay. But what is known is that pellutants such
as BPAs, tributyltin, PCRBe, et cetera, do exist in the Bay
mud., A warning for any dredging that might take place to
widen and deepen the shipping channel.

Finally
ask

MR. FRIEDMAN: Can I you to wrap it up now?

ME. WRIGHT: I would like to plead with the
agency to not turn Coos County into the latest energy

sacrifice zone for the sake of co

porate profits. Just say

no te Jerdan C

ove,

Thank you.

PM3
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Resource Report 2 filed with FERC on February 6, 2013 and
available on eLibrary, describes the water quality and dredge
material studies in the bay. The appendices to this report present
the sampling details and results.
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1 ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for your comments.

2 {Applauge.)

3 ME. FRIEOMAN: The next speaker is Jonathan
4 Hanson.
] ME. HANZON: Good evening. My name is Jonathan

& Hanson. J-o-n-a-t-h-a-n H-a-n-s-o-n. Coos Bay, Oregon.

And I'm really terrified because we are -- and
g this country is at war with terrer. And locking arcund this
9 room this evening at all these faces, I can't understand how
10 many of these people could possibly be from Coos Bay.

11 However, it's terrifying because you're really

12 confusing -- you'y been misled and you'wve been led down the

13 garden ath by really good people, experts at deing this.

14 S0 I'm, you know, I don't fault you for being led down this
15 path. And I understand the economy being what it is and
16 everything.

17 But to the Coast Guard, I see nothing in here or

18 any other one about the fact that we're in a war on terror
19 and that terrorists are going to be and somebody with a
20 shoulder-fired whatchamacallit could set one of these things
21 off az it goes by or something. ©Or attack the tanks or

22 something .

23 And so what I'm saying is where's the budget for

24 Blackwater or whatever company is going to be coming in here

25 with machine guns on their little boats skipping arcund in

PM3
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The risk of a terrorist attack is low but possible; however, your
concern would apply equally to thousands of other facilities across
the county.
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24

the harbor to keep us bad people at bay. Wh 1at?

I don't gee anvthing in the Coast Guard that says
anything about security or -- what's they call it? The
Homeland Security. There's noe Homeland Security report in

PM3-40
here,

S0 I'm saying that that's a secret that we're not
being let in on. And I'm saying that that is a condition
that's going to jump up and bite all of us and we're not
going to understand what happened when we don't own this bay
that we live on any more, when it's taken over by foreign

powers. And this is an invasion.

Guard.

So that's just on that for the Coast
However, for the rest of it, I agree with what
has been =zaid and by what Ron said, that this iz written by

I

Jerdan C

's not written by FERC. You just put your

stamp down here in the corner. Thisz is written by Jordan

Cove, BAnd it says so right in he And you conc to

that.

So this is not impartial; this is not democratic.
This is baloney, this is malarkey.

Thiz iz foreign countries taking over. And I
can't and I'm terrified that so many of my neighbeors are
80 na ve.

ME. FRIEDMAN: Thank yvou for your comments.

{Applause.}

PM3-40

Comment noted.
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ME. FRIEDMAN: The next speaker is Jimmy Haun.
After Jimmy i= Linda Sweatt, Clarence Adams, Ron Petock.

ME. HAUN: Thank you.

Good evening., My name is Jimmy Haun, J-i-m-m-y
H-a-u-n. I'm speaking on behalf of the 72,000 members of
the Northwest Carpenters. I support the preposed Jordan

PMI-41

Cove Energy Project.

I want to thank FERC, the DOE, the BLM, the
Forest Service, the Coast Guard, and the various other
federal agencies and entitieszs for their years of tireless
work. Ensuring that ocur natural rescurces are protected is
important to all of us.

We should all be thankful to have the opportunity

to exercige cur rights to speak about this project.

This L

sautiful facility on Southern Oregon
Community College Campus was built within the natural
habitat of the Upper Empire Lake. The utmost care was taken
te protect the pristine beauty of the lake and its
surroundings while under construction. We all now get to
use this facility and to enjoy it.

The highly =skilled men and women are ready to
spend over ten million hours to build the Jordan Cove Energy
Project with care and respect for the environment. That's
what we do. That's what professionals do.

Many of these construction professionals are here

PM3-41

Comment noted.
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tonight wearing high vis lime green shirts, Some of these
men and women moved away from here because there were no
construction jobs. Let's bring them home. Let's build this

project together with the respect due to the environment and

¢t the southern Oregon economy.

{Applause.)

ME. FRIEDOMAN: Thank you for your comments.
{Applause.}

MR. FRIEDMAN: While I appreciate your
enthusiasm, I'd like to caution you that we want to show

everyone respect regardless of their opinion, and therefore

I'd like no more ch

ing &

1wl no booing. ‘s just let

what they have to say and move We have a lot

people £

of people who want to speak tonight.
Next is Linda Sweatt.
MS. SWEATT: My name is Linda Sweatt. L-i-n-d-a

educator who has lived and

S-w-e-a-t-t. T am a E;

worked in Coos County most of my life. I live in the

Simpson Heights neighborhood of North Bend.

I request that Draft EIS be revised to
include alternative zites for the work force houszing as per

fEPA Regulation 40 CFR 1502.5. And that the DEIS PM3-42

recommended transportation impact analysis be completed by
state and local agencies.

I was not notified when my city planning

Comment noted. See the requirement for the applicant to ODOT
and the counties crossed and revise their transportation plan
accordingly.

W-1723

Appendix W — Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses



Jordan Cove Energy and
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project

Final EIS

20150113=-4002 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/13/2015

1

]

Commission was considering work force housing zoning
approval. But from the north side of my house I will be
able to see and hear much of the road where construction
egquipment, <ars, trucks and buses of all 2100 workers will

be funneled to and from the housing area.

This huge influx opulation and traffie
not appear to be considered in the DEIS and no alternative
sites suggested, a direct viclation of the NEPA regulation I

mentioned earlier. How will the companies invelved deal

with the noize, wvisual peollution, and safety issues

connected to placing the work force housing and a population

more than seven times of our small neighborhood in adjoining
areas? No alternatives or mitigation solutions have been
proposed.

On pages 4-839 and 4-840, the DEIS recommends
that Jordan Cove file a revised transportation impact
analysis that addresses the use of offsite parking lets and
transportation of workers to the terminal by bus or rail,
and that they document that they provided copies and

comments to

governmental agencies.

Thiz should have been done already.

I strongly urge that the Draft EIS be revised to
include clear and precise language and that the huge
cultural transportation and pellution impacts to the

citizens of North Bend and all along the pipeline be

PM3-43

PM3-44

PM3
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The effects that the influx of workers would have on local
infrastructure during construction are discussed in section 4.9.
Impacts to traffic are discussed in section 4.10.1.2. 