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          1                     P R O C E E D I N G S 
 
          2   Whereupon, 
 
          3                       CHARLOTTE BARKER, 
 
          4   gave her statement: 
 
          5                  My name is Charlotte Barker,  
 
          6   C-h-a-r-l-o-t-t-e, B-a-r-k-e-r.  I'm from Laguna Vista, 
 
          7   Texas.  I'm a business owner on South Padre Island.   
 
          8                  I'm opposed to the LNG project in total.  
 
          9   Several reasons:  I believe that the Bahia Grande had a 
 
         10   big restoration recently, and I think it's a waste of 
 
         11   that energy and time to go over the space and fill it in 
 
         12   and put in a plant.  That restoration had a purpose, and 
 
         13   it's successful, and I think it should keep its original 
 
         14   purpose. 
 
         15                  Issue Number 2 is that I believe that 
 
         16   humans need a natural environment.  And this is a very 
 
         17   pristine environment that people come to because of its 
 
         18   beauty, and this will destroy that visual beauty and also 
 
         19   the quality of the air and the quality of the fishing and 
 
         20   the desirability to spend time here or to retire here.  I 
 
         21   think this is a pristine ecosystem, and we -- as human 
 
         22   beings, we need a place to go that is pristine. 
 
         23                  Issue Number 3 is the health risk to all 
 
         24   of us, particularly the children and the elderly people.  
 
         25   The plants are proposed within a two-mile -- downwind of 
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          1   the high school and Port Isabel Junior High School and 
 
          2   the communities.  I live in one of those communities, and 
 
          3   I believe my health would be at risk.   
 
          4                  And I think that spans generations; both 
 
          5   the environmental beauty of it and the health issues 
 
          6   would span generations.  It's not just a one-time thing.   
 
          7                  I believe there will be a lot of air 
 
          8   pollution.  I don't believe -- I know from the facts that 
 
          9   I've heard and looked at that there's lots of air 
 
         10   pollution.  There's definitely light pollution.   
 
         11                  I'm a little concerned also about the 
 
         12   proximity of the space station.  I don't -- haven't 
 
         13   really researched that.   
 
         14                  And I think it's a greedy project.  I 
 
         15   think there will be a few people that are making money 
 
         16   and not considering the long-term effects on the larger 
 
         17   population.   
 
         18   Whereupon, 
 
         19                        TOMAS J. SAENZ 
 
         20   gave his statement: 
 
         21                  Tomas, T-o-m-a-s, middle initial J, Saenz, 
 
         22   S-a-e-n-z. 
 
         23                  So I'm a local resident here, born and 
 
         24   raised in Brownsville, Texas.  I currently live on South 
 
         25   Padre Island, Texas.   
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          1                  My concern on the proposal for the LNG and 
 
          2   the RGV is that it's going to affect the environment, our 
 
          3   tourism.  We're the last pristine area left in the state 
 
          4   of Texas.  People come down here to get to that pristine 
 
          5   area, to enjoy our beautiful beaches.  We don't want to 
 
          6   see an industrialized port.   
 
          7                  So with that said, I'm afraid of, also, 
 
          8   the impact it will do to the environment regarding the 
 
          9   wildlife, which would include marine life, birds, animals 
 
         10   on land, and so forth.   
 
         11                  I really feel that this project could be 
 
         12   moved to a different port that's already been 
 
         13   industrialized, such as the Corpus Christi, Texas area.  
 
         14   The pipeline is going to actually start in that area.  
 
         15   Why not keep it closer to that area than bringing it down 
 
         16   to the South Padre Island area or RGV.   
 
         17             Let's see, environmental, economic -- what 
 
         18   else?   
 
         19                  I think -- I really don't want this here.  
 
         20   I mean, it's the last frontier.  We don't need it.  This 
 
         21   product's going to be exported.  We're not going to 
 
         22   really see the benefits of it.  I think the only people 
 
         23   who win here would be the large corporations trying to 
 
         24   take advantage of our local resources.  Why not use  
 
         25   existing industrialized ports?  Please keep the 
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          1   environment the way it is today.   
 
          2                  I also fear, even if they were to bring 
 
          3   these in, the safety factor within the three-mile radius; 
 
          4   it's not sufficient enough.  If there were a severe 
 
          5   accident of any kind, it would be disastrous to the 
 
          6   people and the environment and the wildlife in this area.  
 
          7   So I think it's -- what they're proposing is way too 
 
          8   close.   
 
          9   Whereupon, 
 
         10                          MARCIA GARD 
 
         11   gave her statement: 
 
         12                  Marcia is my first name, M-a-r-c-i-a.  My 
 
         13   last name is Gard, G-a-r-d.   
 
         14                  I am here to discuss all three projects.  
 
         15   I am terribly opposed to them.  I think they're the worst 
 
         16   idea I've ever heard of. 
 
         17                  Two -- my two most important reasons are:  
 
         18   You are going to ruin the economy of South Padre Island, 
 
         19   Port Isabel, on up to Laguna Vista.  These communities 
 
         20   have grown on tourism over the years, and you're going to 
 
         21   ruin tourism with a project like these terminals that 
 
         22   you're talking about.  Any leaks at all are going to -- 
 
         23   or problems with them or anything like that is going to 
 
         24   destroy tourism around here.  People won't want to come 
 
         25   to places where -- that are that dangerous. 
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          1                  My second objection is personal.  I have 
 
          2   emphysema.  I will have to move if these terminals are 
 
          3   being built.  I love living here.  This has been a clean, 
 
          4   safe place for me to live.  I will have to move 
 
          5   elsewhere.  I won't be able to risk the chance that if I 
 
          6   go to Walmart or H-E-B, I risk losing my life if 
 
          7   something happens at one of the nearby terminals.   
 
          8                  It's out of the question.  It's a horrible 
 
          9   idea.  I think they should be built elsewhere.  There are 
 
         10   other places to build them.  I think there are places 
 
         11   near Corpus Christi where they wouldn't destroy the local 
 
         12   economy and where people could move to the other side of 
 
         13   Corpus Christi and not have to move completely out of the 
 
         14   community if -- if it affects their health significantly.  
 
         15   But here, it destroys it.   
 
         16                  The nearest terminal, as I understand it, 
 
         17   would be within two miles of H-E-B and Walmart.  I 
 
         18   wouldn't be able to go there.  And if the wind's blowing 
 
         19   right, which it often does -- a southwesterly wind coming 
 
         20   from the southwest would take it right over to Laguna 
 
         21   Vista, where I live.   
 
         22                  It would affect my husband's health too.  
 
         23   It would affect the health of many of my friends.  A lot 
 
         24   of us are seniors.  Our health isn't perfect anymore.  We 
 
         25   can't risk breathing volatile organic compounds if 
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          1   anything at all happens.   
 
          2                  And I don't want to hear an excuse like:  
 
          3   The chances of that happening are slim to none.  I have 
 
          4   several things that have gone wrong with me in the last 
 
          5   few years, and they've all happened because of chances 
 
          6   that were slim to none.  Slim to none, there's going to 
 
          7   be a few of us affected. 
 
          8                  Well, again, I think this is the worst 
 
          9   idea I've ever heard of for this area.  It's going to 
 
         10   harm us terribly.   
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                        FELIPE A. SAENZ 
 
         13   gave his statement: 
 
         14                  My name is Felipe A. Saenz, spelled      
 
         15   F-e-l-i-p-e, initial A, S-a-e-n-z.   
 
         16                  And I would like to say and -- speak on 
 
         17   behalf of Texas LNG.  I have been here -- I am the 
 
         18   president of Propeller Club; that's a club that actually 
 
         19   monitors the Port of Brownsville, the activities of the 
 
         20   Port of Brownsville, and we encourage and actually 
 
         21   support maritime businesses.   
 
         22                  About LNG, I believe that the company's 
 
         23   existence here in Brownsville will not only affect 
 
         24   Brownsville itself, but the whole Valley.  It will have a 
 
         25   very, very -- incredibly positive effect on -- on the 
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          1   economy in Brownsville.   
 
          2                  As far as anything negative, I don't 
 
          3   foresee anything negative.  I'm sure that anything that 
 
          4   has to be done by LNG to meet the requirements of FERC or 
 
          5   whatever federal requirements are placed in front of 
 
          6   them, they will actually meet and commit themselves to -- 
 
          7   to actually follow those -- those rules or laws, whatever 
 
          8   it may be.   
 
          9                  I will definitely state that I am 150 
 
         10   percent for LNG's existence in Brownsville.   
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                      BEATRICE ROSENBAUM 
 
         13   gave her statement: 
 
         14                  Beatrice Rosenbaum, B-e-a-t-r-i-c-e, 
 
         15   Rosenbaum, R-o-s-e-n-b-a-u-m.   
 
         16                  I'm here that I support the LNG projects.  
 
         17   I think it's good for our community, for the Valley -- 
 
         18   for the whole Valley.  Good-paying jobs.  That's what we 
 
         19   need, and so I just want to state that I am for it.  
 
         20                  And after I've seen all the literature and 
 
         21   read about it, it's safe.  So I don't think we have 
 
         22   anything to worry about.   
 
         23   Whereupon, 
 
         24                        ANKJAER JENSEN 
 
         25   gave his statement: 
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          1                  Ankjaer Jensen, A-n-k-j-a-e-r,  
 
          2   J-e-n-s-e-n.   
 
          3                  I'm a board member in the BEDC, 
 
          4   Brownsville Economic Development Council, and I  
 
          5   support -- not just -- I don't endorse anybody in 
 
          6   particular, but I support all the LNG project because 
 
          7   it's going to be a fantastic economic impact on our 
 
          8   community and for a long, long time.  So I couldn't be 
 
          9   more in support of all of them.   
 
         10   Whereupon, 
 
         11                         ARTURO GARZA 
 
         12   gave his statement: 
 
         13                  My name is Arturo Garza, and it's  
 
         14   A-r-t-u-r-o, G-a-r-z-a.   
 
         15                  I'm representing Valley Regional Medical 
 
         16   Center; it's part of the ACA Enterprise that has 
 
         17   hospitals throughout the entire country.  We're a 
 
         18   hospital that's licensed for 214 beds, joint commission, 
 
         19   and credited.  We're one of two of the hospitals that 
 
         20   service the Brownsville community and part of the South 
 
         21   Padre Island and Port Isabel region.   
 
         22                  I want to just say that we're extremely 
 
         23   excited about this project.  We believe that this is 
 
         24   going to be extremely beneficial to the community.  It's 
 
         25   going to generate a lot of jobs that our community 
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          1   desperately needs and overall will have a positive impact 
 
          2   on our community and the well-being of our community.   
 
          3                  I'm certainly not at all concerned about 
 
          4   any environmental issues.  We believe that this company 
 
          5   will do their research, will do what's in the best 
 
          6   interest of the community, as well as their mission in 
 
          7   serving the Brownsville community.  So we're extremely 
 
          8   excited and very supportive of this project. 
 
          9   Whereupon, 
 
         10                       STEVE FITZGIBBONS 
 
         11   gave his statement:  
 
         12                  Steve Fitzgibbons, S-t-e-v-e,  
 
         13   F-i-t-z-g-i-b-b-o-n-s.   
 
         14                  I think that the LNGs are a wonderful 
 
         15   opportunity for Brownsville:  Clean energy, jobs --  
 
         16   high-paying jobs.   
 
         17                  I think, also, it's important for the 
 
         18   future of America.  We are at a point where, with all the 
 
         19   gas that the country has available, the opportunity to 
 
         20   export it, to deal with our trade imbalance, it's a 
 
         21   window.  If it's not taken advantage of, I believe, by 
 
         22   people in this country, others will take advantage of it, 
 
         23   and it'll be a lost opportunity.   
 
         24                  So I think it's great for Brownsville.  I 
 
         25   think it's great for the future of the country, and it's 
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          1   just a wonderful opportunity that I hope we take 
 
          2   advantage of. 
 
          3   Whereupon, 
 
          4                         MICHAEL DAVIS 
 
          5   gave his statement: 
 
          6                  My name is Michael Davis, M-i-c-h-a-e-l,  
 
          7   D-a-v-i-s, from Harlingen, Texas.   
 
          8                  I'm here to support the LNG.  I believe 
 
          9   that the federal government has already determined that 
 
         10   they're -- that natural gas is the -- virtually the 
 
         11   cleanest source of fuel for powering power plants and so 
 
         12   forth, other than nuclear, maybe.   
 
         13                  And for us not to support that, I think 
 
         14   would go against everything that we're trying to 
 
         15   accomplish as far as our economic growth and one of the 
 
         16   few things that we have that is advantageous to the rest 
 
         17   of the world in terms of our capacity and ability to -- 
 
         18   with technology, to maximize it.  
 
         19                  And I believe that the federal government 
 
         20   has an obligation to support it.  If they're giving grant 
 
         21   money for people to develop natural-gas-burning trucks 
 
         22   and equipment, then they should be supporting us being 
 
         23   able to utilize it, and even if it was being sent to 
 
         24   foreign countries, even it isn't used domestically, we 
 
         25   should be able to profit from it.   
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          1                  And environmentally speaking, foreign 
 
          2   countries that perhaps would go with coal would utilize 
 
          3   natural gas instead.  So I think it's a win-win in every 
 
          4   direction for us. 
 
          5   Whereupon, 
 
          6                     DARRELD NICK WOOLSEY 
 
          7   gave his statement: 
 
          8                  My name is Darreld Nick Woolsey,  
 
          9   D-a-r-r-e-l-d, N-i-c-k, W-o-o-l-s-e-y.   
 
         10                  I live here in the Brownsville area, and I 
 
         11   have lived here for approximately 17 years.  I've used 
 
         12   the channel -- the shipping channel for fishing and 
 
         13   pleasure for those amounts of years and time.  And I'm 
 
         14   very interested in seeing what's going on and happening 
 
         15   with that channel as far as industry and the development 
 
         16   of the water and the surrounding lands. 
 
         17                  I'm glad to see these companies are 
 
         18   coming; that's going to give good-paying jobs for the 
 
         19   people that live here and raise their families here.   
 
         20                  The bleed-down effect of large industry 
 
         21   helps everything.  It'll pay for schools and taxes, and 
 
         22   it will get us into the 20th [sic] century, where we need 
 
         23   to be.   
 
         24                  We're right close to Mexico and not far 
 
         25   from the Panama Canal, and this is all important stuff 
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          1   because these products will be used not only around the 
 
          2   world, but they'll be going into Mexico, and they'll be 
 
          3   going to Europe and Asia.   
 
          4                  And it's -- it's important.  It's 
 
          5   important that we do things and have them done correctly.  
 
          6   These types of meetings and information to the general 
 
          7   public and taxpayers is -- transparency is very important 
 
          8   in today's market.  It's important that we don't get 
 
          9   things that we don't need.  And I think we need these 
 
         10   things.  I think it's important.   
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                     SARAH BISHOP MERRILL 
 
         13   gave her statement: 
 
         14                  Sarah Bishop Merrill, and I am from 
 
         15   Harlingen, Texas, and I appear as an academic.  I have a 
 
         16   PhD and a master's of science, and I am looking on ethics 
 
         17   in the construction industry.   
 
         18                  I have a book about to be published in 
 
         19   which this is the last case study.  I hope it won't be a 
 
         20   disaster case study.  So I have looked at both sides of 
 
         21   this issue. 
 
         22                  But I want to say that I believe that 
 
         23   these projects are -- it would be seen retroactively as 
 
         24   ill-conceived projects to liquefy methane at the Port of 
 
         25   Brownsville.   
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          1                  Most of us who can read and write here are 
 
          2   appalled when we learn that three liquid natural gas 
 
          3   companies are seeking FERC approval for three separate 
 
          4   facilities, and we have three main sets of reasons why we 
 
          5   are appalled.   
 
          6                  The first is that the economic impact will 
 
          7   seriously harm Valley industries of fishing, education, 
 
          8   medicine, tourism and ecotourism.  
 
          9                  And in the economic impact area, although 
 
         10   the US R/P ratio -- reserves to production ratio -- is 
 
         11   12.5 years on the average in the US, the R/P ratio and 
 
         12   total costs exceed the benefits, even without considering 
 
         13   the excessive environmental devastation that three LNG 
 
         14   plants will cause.   
 
         15                  Now, most of this devastation will be 
 
         16   invisible, but it needs to be considered, as do the 
 
         17   faulty assumptions about climate change and coastal water 
 
         18   levels. 
 
         19                  But let's just deal with the economic 
 
         20   first.  The purported market for this LNG is China and 
 
         21   European countries, as we understand it.   
 
         22                  A key buyer of commodities and capital 
 
         23   goods, China is nonetheless in the midst of what has been 
 
         24   called in global economic circles a "deepening slowdown."  
 
         25   And I say this as the sister of a man who's very highly 
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          1   placed in the banking industry and has spent a number of 
 
          2   years in China.   
 
          3                  And parts of eastern Europe are the other 
 
          4   market, who, after these plans first surfaced, like 
 
          5   China, already made, in the meantime, oil and gas deals 
 
          6   with the Russians.   
 
          7                  There is good reason to predict at this 
 
          8   time that these markets will no longer be viable in the 
 
          9   near future, or not nearly as lucrative as justified at 
 
         10   this huge cost of LNG.   
 
         11                  Even Germany cannot sustain the economic 
 
         12   stability it now has, burdened with hundreds of thousands 
 
         13   of refugees that I know my relatives are working with -- 
 
         14   worse than our refugee problem -- refugees from African 
 
         15   nations and from Syria and the Middle East.  These are a 
 
         16   huge cost for those economies. 
 
         17                  The LNG tankers are expensive, must use 
 
         18   great amounts of fuel, their own methane, perhaps, to 
 
         19   transport this already expensive gas.  To hope for a net 
 
         20   profit after such a vastly expensive and ecologically 
 
         21   dangerous process, which opens the companies up also for 
 
         22   lawsuits, is likely hugely overestimated by these 
 
         23   companies, who believe they can rescue other increasingly 
 
         24   expensive oil and gas production by cashing in on 
 
         25   temporarily high prices to be paid in Europe and China.   
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          1                  This dropping price does not justify the 
 
          2   huge cost and whole life cycle of natural gas, including 
 
          3   the fracking sources of much of it.  Even though the FERC 
 
          4   argues that they don't have to consider that because they 
 
          5   have this epistemological out of saying:  Well, they 
 
          6   don't know how harmful to the environment the fracking 
 
          7   will be, so they can narrowly focus in with tunnel vision 
 
          8   on just this project or this set of projects.  A false 
 
          9   assumption. 
 
         10                  Further, the key industries of these 
 
         11   regions here, where the LNG facilities are located, are 
 
         12   fishing, shrimping, wildlife tourism, and beach tourism, 
 
         13   as well as the provision of excellent medical care for 
 
         14   our many winter Texans and our new medical school.   
 
         15                  All of these fishing and shrimping 
 
         16   industries will be negatively impacted, as will the key 
 
         17   endangered species which come, next year by the heat, the 
 
         18   lights, water disruptions, increases in asthma and other 
 
         19   lung diseases, and huge carbon and water footprints of 
 
         20   these proposed plants and their construction alone, which 
 
         21   will have significant costs and will drive up the housing 
 
         22   costs for our local citizens.   
 
         23                  Second, ecological concerns.  No tourist 
 
         24   or ecotourist wants to be prevented by bad air and 
 
         25   excessive temperatures, noise, and pollution from 
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          1   enjoying a visit to the largest habitat restoration 
 
          2   project in the northern hemisphere, the Bahia Grande, or 
 
          3   the beaches in the region, which are all downwind from 
 
          4   these facilities.   
 
          5                  They do not want to pay large amounts for 
 
          6   birding trips, nature photography, and other tourist 
 
          7   practices -- we estimated at least $400 million every 
 
          8   season -- in a region where three such facilities sit on 
 
          9   highly fragile lands and drive the final nail of 
 
         10   extinction into the populations of the rare species found 
 
         11   here, the Kemp's ridley sea turtle, the extremely 
 
         12   endangered mammals, the jaguarundi, and the ocelot, 
 
         13   beloved in this region and drawing thousands each year to 
 
         14   ocelot fests.   
 
         15                  Exactly on the Annova LNG proposed site 
 
         16   stands a small remnant of black mangroves along Route 48, 
 
         17   on the right side driving north, which need to keep their 
 
         18   feet wet and in which thousands of lovely birds breed, 
 
         19   rest, nest, and feed.  Many birds, formerly endangered 
 
         20   brown pelicans, and various unusual fish and humans' 
 
         21   fishing, will be hurt.   
 
         22                  As any person knows who has read the 
 
         23   scientific reporting or taken the certified master 
 
         24   naturalist trainings, as I have, the whole world faces 
 
         25   the massive and unprecedented challenge of androgenic 
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          1   climate changes, global warming, and increasingly extreme 
 
          2   weather events, expensive storms being the new normal, 
 
          3   not mere exceptions. 
 
          4                  Now, a brief aside about the assumptions 
 
          5   of the environmental groups I just interviewed for each 
 
          6   project:  They are all using an estimate that is out of 
 
          7   date and required to build to the standard of a  
 
          8   100-year storm.  They are all building to a 500-year 
 
          9   storm standard, but this too will be mere self-deception.  
 
         10                  I just was at the Great Lakes, where the 
 
         11   water is 100 yards closer to all the buildings after a 
 
         12   centuries -- a many-centuries-precedent-setting storm the 
 
         13   weekend before the 4th of July.  The water was so high 
 
         14   that -- even though it was mainly only four or five or 
 
         15   six feet higher than normal, because it's a gradual 
 
         16   slope, as occurs here on the Gulf Coast, the -- the water 
 
         17   was that much closer inland.  And, of course, the floods 
 
         18   in Texas.  So increasing sudden rain storms from warming 
 
         19   oceans with more water in each storm event mean we will 
 
         20   have more standing water.   
 
         21                  And I do believe that this part of the 
 
         22   coast will all be under water soon, within the 10- to  
 
         23   12-year framework, and so I don't see these operations as 
 
         24   being able to continue here, given their proximity to the 
 
         25   coastline.   
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          1                  And these are major environmental concerns 
 
          2   that have not been seriously enough communicated by the 
 
          3   environmental scientists, but certainly coastal water 
 
          4   levels are already rising.   
 
          5                  The LaQuinta Motel on South Padre Island 
 
          6   has to continually replenish its beach.  They act silly 
 
          7   and ignorant and say that they don't know where the sand 
 
          8   is going, but we know very well it is a very serious 
 
          9   rising-water-level problem at one foot above sea level.   
 
         10                  Now, the Rio Grande Valley, especially 
 
         11   Willacy County, already shows intelligent responses to 
 
         12   this challenge of providing energy to a changing world 
 
         13   with rising coastal water levels with miles of better 
 
         14   bike lanes, new plans for fast trains, and a sea of 
 
         15   beautiful wind turbines one sees when flying in here, 
 
         16   wind turbines which pay the farmers better than the oil 
 
         17   industry ever has and which are excellent job generators 
 
         18   as well for all of my engineering students.   
 
         19                  And one of my areas of expertise is 
 
         20   engineering ethics, which I've taught since I was at 
 
         21   Kansas State University in the 1980s.   
 
         22                  The 100 percent and greater return -- the 
 
         23   100 percent, at least, return on investment of this wind 
 
         24   energy sector makes all the oil and gas last-ditch 
 
         25   efforts at best obsolete.   
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          1                  It is your duty, as the Federal Energy 
 
          2   Regulatory Commission, to truly lead by forcing oil 
 
          3   barons, who have profited by poisoning billions, to, 
 
          4   quote:  Leave the oil and gas in the ground.   
 
          5                  Texas is a world leader in wind energy, 
 
          6   and we need to continue this progress.  Your careful 
 
          7   decision against LNG and for various new wind energy 
 
          8   options will help promote real leadership in sustainable, 
 
          9   renewable energy sources and the vastly better quality of 
 
         10   life that comes with sources beyond fossil fuels.   
 
         11                  Releases are known to have occurred in 
 
         12   Louisiana, Peru, Trinidad, Tobago, and other regions 
 
         13   where LNG has been attempted.  Although Peru's R/P ratio 
 
         14   is better, their production destroyed globally crucial 
 
         15   rainforests, which cannot be restored to productive 
 
         16   virgin states.   
 
         17                  However, they did learn that instead of 
 
         18   making roads through endangered rainforests, they could 
 
         19   bring construction materials by sea, bring them in boats 
 
         20   and in helicopters.  And I'm wondering whether FERC has 
 
         21   considered recommending to these three projects that they 
 
         22   consider that as well. 
 
         23                  Route 48 is rather small, and one of the 
 
         24   problems in the next section I'm going to deal with is 
 
         25   that the security, safety, and economic well-being of the 
 
 
 
  



                                                                       24 
 
 
 
          1   region is seriously threatened since our infrastructure 
 
          2   is not yet adequate.  For instance -- I'll get to the 
 
          3   SpaceX situation in a minute.  But this is a very small 
 
          4   road, Route 48.   
 
          5                  And right across the street, the Bahia 
 
          6   Grande, the largest wildlife restoration project, that we 
 
          7   spent hundreds of millions restoring, is now endangered.  
 
          8   And endangered not by the inherently cleaner production 
 
          9   of LNG, which I do see is better than coal, but by the 
 
         10   construction process, which will have to be so massive 
 
         11   and which will release -- even with silt fences and the 
 
         12   required process -- will release far more poison and 
 
         13   rather undo all the work we did to restore the Bahia 
 
         14   Grande less than 10 years ago, I think.   
 
         15                  So safety and security risks is my third 
 
         16   area of concern.  The releases are known to have occurred 
 
         17   in other places.  And certainly the safety of the air is 
 
         18   an issue.  But even bigger are the risks of 
 
         19   uncontrollable organized crime and terrorist activities 
 
         20   of increasing scope from known and unknown active groups 
 
         21   in Mexico, which could easily attack this facility by 
 
         22   sea, if not by land.   
 
         23                  Given the huge number of persons without 
 
         24   documentation who manage to cross the border, it is 
 
         25   unlikely that the facilities of this scope and exposure 
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          1   can be made suitably secure given these risks.  That was 
 
          2   Item A. 
 
          3                  B:  Coastal water levels are rising 
 
          4   rapidly and will soon far exceed prior estimates due to 
 
          5   the more rapid melting of ice from Alaskan glaciers and 
 
          6   the recently documented Arctic Ocean, as well as the 
 
          7   western Antarctic ice sheet.   
 
          8                  I witnessed the hugely higher levels in 
 
          9   the Great Lakes this past summer, 2015, and there is no 
 
         10   serious scientific evidence that we have even 10 years 
 
         11   before climate disasters raise water levels even higher 
 
         12   than predicted.   
 
         13                  The best climate models, such as that of 
 
         14   Klaus Jacob, predicted exactly what would happen in a 
 
         15   storm like Superstorm Sandy, and these same models 
 
         16   predicted exactly what would happen in areas like the  
 
         17   Rio Grande Valley, where the three LNG plants would 
 
         18   stand.   
 
         19                  Engineers at the open house have admitted 
 
         20   to me that they too worry about coastal water levels 
 
         21   rising, and so they all plan to build between 15, 16, and 
 
         22   20 feet higher than the ground level for storm surge and 
 
         23   what they call "the 500-year flood" or "disaster."   
 
         24                  If their worry will, in the end, trump 
 
         25   those few feet, resulting in damaged and at-risk 
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          1   facilities inaccessible to emergency vehicles -- another 
 
          2   issue that has to be considered since the roads will not 
 
          3   also be elevated.  And there are often events where some 
 
          4   people are stranded, and we can't even get to them with 
 
          5   the emergency vehicles.  Certainly that was true after 
 
          6   only a mere Cat 3 Hurricane Dolly in this region in 2008.  
 
          7                  So inaccessibility to emergency vehicles 
 
          8   is another issue during construction as well as during 
 
          9   the proposed operation, which I see as totally misguided 
 
         10   and a bad idea, a very bad idea. 
 
         11                  C:  SpaceX.  SpaceX, a welcome new 
 
         12   industrial and research entrepreneurial firm here in the 
 
         13   Valley, has located their new launch site adjacent to the 
 
         14   National Wildlife Refuge lands near Boca Chica Beach, 
 
         15   even though their costs are huge due to the nonexistence 
 
         16   of the costly infrastructure such facilities require.   
 
         17                  Not only could a SpaceX launch cause a 
 
         18   huge disaster if a spacecraft's rocket fuel ignited an 
 
         19   invisible pool of methane and other gases released to 
 
         20   purify the future LNG -- even if they're sequestered, a 
 
         21   fire would ignite them -- but a spacecraft could cause a 
 
         22   highly deadly explosion, igniting the whole coastal 
 
         23   region from Brownsville up to Kingsville.  
 
         24                  These pools of gas are known to occur, and 
 
         25   they're invisible.  The presence of SpaceX alone renders 
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          1   all LNG unacceptable by all the criteria which FERC is 
 
          2   required to use. 
 
          3                  D:  It is a basic rule of sustainable 
 
          4   development globally that the polluters should pay the 
 
          5   costs of facilities they profit from, but this would be 
 
          6   impossible in such situations, leaving the public holding 
 
          7   the bag.  The LNG Titanic effect -- surely evident in the 
 
          8   so-called "experts" there promoting their projects --  
 
          9   this Titanic effect in LNG will surely create deadly 
 
         10   illusions of safety.   
 
         11                  Who will pay for the cost of improving 
 
         12   Route 48, the sewers and water lines, and the new 
 
         13   pipelines needed to bring the fracked gas to these 
 
         14   proposed LNG facilities?  Why should strapped local 
 
         15   governments pay, and instead, offer up, as they have, 
 
         16   millions of dollars in tax incentives which will make it 
 
         17   more difficult for us to pay for this enhanced 
 
         18   infrastructure that will be required?  
 
         19                  How will the constructors -- the many 
 
         20   workers in construction be housed, and how will their 
 
         21   waste and water use be arranged? 
 
         22                  So the conclusion is:  These three LNG 
 
         23   projects and any such project in this region, except, 
 
         24   perhaps, for windmills -- wind turbines, are altogether, 
 
         25   and each separately, completely misguided and meet no 
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          1   criteria of acceptability, even including Annova, whose 
 
          2   engineers appeared to me to be among the most careful and 
 
          3   most concerned about rising coastal water levels.   
 
          4                  And I would say also the CBI people are 
 
          5   very knowledgeable.  I was really impressed with those 
 
          6   engineers, but the whole -- project as a whole, when you 
 
          7   calculate the carbon, the infrastructure, the safety 
 
          8   issues, is unfortunately unacceptable. 
 
          9                  The LNG projects should not be permitted, 
 
         10   and if they are, it is already clear that the damage to 
 
         11   this region will be irreversible and regretted, with no 
 
         12   viable options for retrofitting this sort of huge, 
 
         13   damaging facilities.   
 
         14                  I hope you, commissioners, will do your 
 
         15   duty and articulate that these facilities are not 
 
         16   suitable in any way for this location, not safe in this 
 
         17   region, and both ecologically and, therefore, 
 
         18   economically unfeasible and likely to harm more than they 
 
         19   do any good. 
 
         20                  Indeed, all three impossible projects in 
 
         21   our ecologically and economically fragile region here in 
 
         22   the RGV are likely to generate the worst natural gas 
 
         23   disasters ever known.  My voice trembles when I think of 
 
         24   the possibilities.   
 
         25                  Although I should look forward to making 
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          1   these disasters a focal point of my forthcoming book, the 
 
          2   International Casebook in Construction Ethics, I would 
 
          3   prefer to live here in the lovely Rio Grande Valley, free 
 
          4   of such ill-conceived projects as LNG plants.  
 
          5   Whereupon, 
 
          6                          DIANE TETER 
 
          7   gave her statement:  
 
          8                  My name is Diane Teter, D-i-a-n-e, Teter, 
 
          9   T, as in Tom, e-t, as in Tom, e-r. 
 
         10                  I live in Laguna Vista, Texas, which is 
 
         11   within range of the pollution that will be coming from 
 
         12   the three LNG plants that are in the pre-filing process.   
 
         13                  To begin with, I'd like to say that the 
 
         14   FERC process, this time, is diverting from the 
 
         15   traditional format, where people are allowed to make 
 
         16   public comments, and I do not believe that this 
 
         17   segregation of the comments without other people hearing 
 
         18   them is educational for our community.   
 
         19                  I also note that when I have submitted 
 
         20   comments on the FERC site that I do not get my  
 
         21   e-registration for other people's comments.  So the site 
 
         22   seems to be not working correctly.   
 
         23                  Also, the combination of all three of the 
 
         24   LNG export terminals being combined into one instead of 
 
         25   the original three, as in the traditional format, is also 
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          1   worrisome and seems like it is going to be stacking the 
 
          2   deck against those who oppose the LNG for our area.   
 
          3                  Some of the reasons for my opposition to 
 
          4   this project of Annova, as well as Texas LNG and as well 
 
          5   as Rio Grande, including the Rio Bravo pipeline, is that 
 
          6   in the process of liquefication or purification of the 
 
          7   LNG, there will be harmful emissions and pollutants into 
 
          8   the area where I live and breathe, such as nitrogen 
 
          9   oxides, carbon monoxide, volatile organic compounds, 
 
         10   greenhouse gases, sulphur dioxide, as well as particular 
 
         11   matter.   
 
         12                  All of these emissions will foul our air 
 
         13   and endanger our children.  And especially since 
 
         14   downwind, as the winds are primarily from the 
 
         15   south/southeast, that the winds will blow directly over 
 
         16   the Port Isabel schools and football stadium as well as 
 
         17   residential areas. 
 
         18                  I'm aware the area politicians have 
 
         19   endorsed these planned LNG export terminals; however, I 
 
         20   do not believe that the minimum jobs that are going to be 
 
         21   afforded by these companies will be long-term and as  
 
         22   high-paying as they are stating.  Instead, there will be 
 
         23   a huge economic impact that will be damaging to our local 
 
         24   industry, which depends on ecotourism, tourism, and 
 
         25   birding centers, as well as the wildlife refuges.  Palo 
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          1   Alto Historic, Sabal Palms, all of these will be 
 
          2   endangered because of fiery flare stacks, clouds of 
 
          3   pollution, degradation of our wetlands, and endangerment 
 
          4   of our population. 
 
          5                  As an additional argument, as a good 
 
          6   corporate citizen, these LNG export terminals, which are 
 
          7   going to be making huge profits by sending their end 
 
          8   product overseas, have asked for tax abatements from the 
 
          9   Cameron County Commissioners.   
 
         10                  Cameron County is one of the poorest 
 
         11   counties in the nation, and yet these companies come down 
 
         12   here and request tax abatements from the County, as well 
 
         13   as school district limitations from the Port Isabel 
 
         14   Independent School District.   
 
         15                  Also, there is a problem with water.  
 
         16   Where will they get their water as well as electricity?  
 
         17   Will these rates drive our rates up as private citizens?   
 
         18                  And the risks of accidents are very real.  
 
         19   There was a March 2014 explosion at an LNG plant in 
 
         20   Washington which forced an evacuation of hundreds of 
 
         21   people within a two-mile radius.  I live within a three- 
 
         22   to four-mile radius of the LNG plants.   
 
         23                  We also have SpaceX, which is further down 
 
         24   from the LNG plants, that will be launching.  In the 
 
         25   event of a launchpad mishap, where there is going to be 
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          1   an explosion -- which has happened with SpaceX as well as 
 
          2   Virgin Airlines -- I'm sorry, Virgin -- that the shrapnel 
 
          3   from the launches will pierce the LNG tanks and cause  
 
          4   further catastrophe for our community. 
 
          5                  I also note that the LNG plants -- as far 
 
          6   as the Coast Guard is concerned, when tankers are being 
 
          7   loaded, unloaded, or in preparation of loading, that the 
 
          8   safety zone for Code Point was estimated to be 1,000 
 
          9   yards.  But the Brownsville Ship Channel is only 1,200 
 
         10   feet.  Will that impact Isla Blanca Park, all of the 
 
         11   swimming, boating, tourism?  How will the Brownsville 
 
         12   shrimp fleet move in and out of the channel while LNG is 
 
         13   loading or unloading?   All of these are very real risks 
 
         14   and dangers to the local population.   
 
         15                  This is a very poor place to put heavy 
 
         16   industrial chemical plants, in the site of national 
 
         17   wildlife refuges, preservation sites, as well as near 
 
         18   populations that are endangered, including all of the 
 
         19   commercial and recreational fishing that might be 
 
         20   endangered.   
 
         21                  Please think of what we have attained down 
 
         22   here in this green area, and do not turn it into another 
 
         23   brown, polluted area such as Corpus Christi,  
 
         24   Port Aransas, and those further north.  
 
         25    
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          1   Whereupon, 
 
          2                         HANSHENG LEI 
 
          3   gave his statement:  
 
          4                  Hansheng, H-a-n-s-h-e-n-g, last name is  
 
          5   L-e-i.   
 
          6                  So overall, I support the project.  I'm 
 
          7   excited about this project, you know, because it's big -- 
 
          8   it's big investment for the community. 
 
          9                  I also want this company to -- like in 
 
         10   those meetings, they try to clarify some concerns we may 
 
         11   have, you know, try to have the community understand 
 
         12   these projects.  As long as the community understands the 
 
         13   project, I think most of them should support. 
 
         14                  You know, most people are concerned about 
 
         15   the safety, maybe it will explode, right, or it may 
 
         16   damage the environment, or it may have poison.  But it 
 
         17   looks like we don't have this -- anything like all this 
 
         18   as an effect.  It's a very good one. 
 
         19                  So yeah, that's my opinion.  I support 
 
         20   this project.  
 
         21   Whereupon, 
 
         22                         JESUS TREVINO 
 
         23   gave his statement:  
 
         24                  Jesus Trevino, J-e-s-u-s, T-r-e-v-i-n-o.   
 
         25                  Well, my opinions on this is that it is 
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          1   the least worse of the energy companies, but it's still 
 
          2   bad.  It seems like we're still stuck on older 
 
          3   technology, where you would think the future is solar 
 
          4   energy, wind energy, things that enhance our environment 
 
          5   and not hurt the environment.   
 
          6                  And I don't know where this would take us, 
 
          7   you know, if it would deepen the environment -- the hurt 
 
          8   that we've put on the environment, that we are called to 
 
          9   be stewards of this place.   
 
         10                  We have great and excellent beaches, 
 
         11   tourism.  We have sporting, fishing, international 
 
         12   fishing tournaments.   
 
         13                  And I don't know if this is a good idea.  
 
         14   I know they're talking about jobs, but at what cost, you 
 
         15   know?  How is this going to affect us?   
 
         16                  They're asking for tax abatements.  Our 
 
         17   region is really not the best financially, and these  
 
         18   are -- these are billion-dollar tycoons, big financial 
 
         19   businesses where, you know, you would think they'd come 
 
         20   in here and try to help the community as much as possible 
 
         21   for what -- for the cost that they're going to -- it's 
 
         22   going to take a toll on -- for the tourism, for the 
 
         23   birding, for the ecotourism that's here. 
 
         24                  I know that they're in the business of 
 
         25   gas, but is that something that is the future for the US,  
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          1   and especially this region?   
 
          2                  It's -- the problem here is the 
 
          3   partnership between our paradise, our beach paradise, and 
 
          4   an industrialized port might be kind of -- don't mix, 
 
          5   like water and oil.   
 
          6                  And there's a concern for the environment, 
 
          7   for the wildlife, for the refuge, for the wetlands, for 
 
          8   the beach, for the port.  It's the proximity to the 
 
          9   street with the potential dangers of it. 
 
         10                  And so are we being bullied, or is someone 
 
         11   fast-talking their way into just doing something quickly, 
 
         12   or should we assess the situation?   
 
         13                  Do we want to see where the markets are 
 
         14   going to be going?   
 
         15                  We don't know what the future holds, but 
 
         16   we know who holds it.   
 
         17   Whereupon, 
 
         18                    MARIA LUISA VILLARREAL 
 
         19   gave her statement:  
 
         20                  Okay.  My name is Maria Luisa Villarreal,  
 
         21   M-a-r-i-a, L-u-i-s-a, V-i-l-l-a-r-r-e-a-l.   
 
         22                  I really think that LNG will be a good 
 
         23   opportunity for the Rio Grande Valley to grow, to open 
 
         24   more opportunities, industrial and employmentwise, so it 
 
         25   will be a good thing to support, you know, this project.  
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          1   So it will be good for a little town that is growing.  
 
          2   Whereupon, 
 
          3                      MARIA ISABEL GODOY 
 
          4   gave her statement:  
 
          5                  My name is Maria Isabel Godoy, and it's 
 
          6   spelled M-a-r-i-a, Isabel is I-s-a-b-e-l, and Godoy is   
 
          7   G-o-d-o-y.   
 
          8                  And I think Texas LNG is a benefit, an 
 
          9   asset to the Rio Grande Valley for, of course, economic 
 
         10   purposes, considering the unemployment rate, poverty, and 
 
         11   you know, every other negative thing that is associated 
 
         12   with the Rio Grande Valley.  I think it's an opportunity 
 
         13   for the people to have better jobs.   
 
         14                  It's a very big company that would 
 
         15   probably make an impact or a difference in the other 
 
         16   companies wanting to come down here and also want to set 
 
         17   up down here, considering we are a small city, 
 
         18   considering other bigger cities with other options more 
 
         19   where companies could go to.  So that's what I think.   
 
         20   Whereupon, 
 
         21                          JOHN CLARK 
 
         22   gave his statement:  
 
         23                  My name is John Clark, J-o-h-n, C-l-a-r-k.  
 
         24                  I'm here to comment on all three of the 
 
         25   LNG projects for the Port Isabel area.  I oppose the 
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          1   construction of these projects.  My concerns are based on 
 
          2   two major issues:  One is the impact on the local 
 
          3   economy, which is very much based on tourism, which will 
 
          4   be negatively impacted by the visual and the pollution 
 
          5   effects of the LNG plants. 
 
          6                  What we have here is an area that is 
 
          7   without heavy industry at this point, and that is a draw 
 
          8   to tourists from many places far away, and it is the 
 
          9   lifeblood of this economy.  I do not feel that supplying 
 
         10   the energy needs of places on the other side of the world 
 
         11   justify sacrificing this local economy that is vital to 
 
         12   us all. 
 
         13                  My other concern is the health impacts.  I 
 
         14   have a friend with asthma.  I know or have read that 
 
         15   these gases can aggravate asthma.  I'm very concerned for 
 
         16   her health and even, in fact, her life.  And I just don't 
 
         17   feel that for her to lose her health or even her life is 
 
         18   worth it for these projects.   
 
         19   Whereupon, 
 
         20                       STEVE MUSCHENHEIM 
 
         21   gave his statement:  
 
         22                  My name is Steve Muschenheim.  I'd like to 
 
         23   speak to all three projects.   
 
         24                  I was a ship's agent in the ports of 
 
         25   Brownsville, Corpus Christi, and Port Lavaca for  
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          1   18 years, so I'm familiar with the tanker/marine 
 
          2   environment, and I'm really looking forward to these 
 
          3   projects moving forward.  I think the economic benefit 
 
          4   will be great.  It will more than offset any of the 
 
          5   environmental problems that could come up. 
 
          6                  I've witnessed oil spills and seen how 
 
          7   companies can contain them and take action, and I feel 
 
          8   very confident that there won't be a problem here in this 
 
          9   area.   
 
         10                  I live in Laguna Vista, which is next to a 
 
         11   wildlife refuge, and I'm supporting both the wildlife and 
 
         12   the projects.  
 
         13   Whereupon, 
 
         14                        HECTOR J. LOPEZ 
 
         15   gave his statement:  
 
         16                  My name is Hector J. Lopez.  I'm in favor 
 
         17   of Texas LNG and the other two applicants.  I'm 
 
         18   optimistic that due diligence by FERC will result in a 
 
         19   favorable decision for the applicants.  I believe that 
 
         20   it's a successful economic growth for our area, and it's 
 
         21   the right mix of sectors including industrial, 
 
         22   commercial, petrochemical, manufacturing, among others. 
 
         23                  I'm 54 years old, born and raised in the 
 
         24   Brownsville-Matamoros area.  I'm an Aggie engineer, and I 
 
         25   see our area needs more types of industry to strengthen 
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          1   our economy.   
 
          2                  I'm currently involved in planning for 
 
          3   several -- for a community, the City of Harlingen, and 
 
          4   truly believe that this applicant -- this type of 
 
          5   projects are needed for the right mix for the successful 
 
          6   economic development and growth of our region.  
 
          7   Whereupon, 
 
          8                   JONATHAN DAVID MOCZYGEMBA 
 
          9   gave his statement:  
 
         10                  My name is Jonathan David Moczygemba,    
 
         11   J-o-n-a-t-h-a-n, D-a-v-i-d, M-o-c-z-y-g-e-m-b-a.   
 
         12                  I'm very concerned about the development 
 
         13   of these LNG plants along the Port of Brownsville,  
 
         14   mainly -- initially because of the habitats they're 
 
         15   damaging, not only the thorn scrub for ocelot habitats 
 
         16   and connecting corridors from Mexico into the United 
 
         17   States, but also the foraging habitat that I believe is 
 
         18   being used by the Aplomado falcons.   
 
         19                  It also concerns me -- just environmental 
 
         20   hazards that could come from any mishaps or problems that 
 
         21   arise at the LNG plants.  And I feel that putting the 
 
         22   pipeline in could also damage critical habitats coming 
 
         23   down through the -- south of Bahia Grande.  And I believe 
 
         24   this is all too close to critical piping plover habitat 
 
         25   and its affect on shore birds and a whole array of 
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          1   wildlife issues. 
 
          2   Whereupon, 
 
          3                          LINN KELLER 
 
          4   gave her statement:  
 
          5                  My name is Linn Keller, L-i-n-n,  
 
          6   K-e-l-l-e-r.   
 
          7                  I live in Bayview, Texas, have been here 
 
          8   for years and years, and I'd like to make a brief 
 
          9   statement about the possibility of these organizations 
 
         10   coming to town. 
 
         11                  For the environmental impact statement, 
 
         12   I've been really less than excited about their level of 
 
         13   local participation.  Our firm, for instance -- my 
 
         14   husband and I are professional archeologists -- has not 
 
         15   been contacted by anyone.  And this is an environmentally 
 
         16   sensitive area, both for biological resources and 
 
         17   archeological ones.  And someone just can't come in off 
 
         18   the street and do an appropriate assessment, in my 
 
         19   opinion.   
 
         20                  I was very surprised that no one contacted 
 
         21   us, since we are on the list for THC, as well as on the 
 
         22   Secretary of the Interior's list for federal jobs. 
 
         23                  So I don't think that, going by what we've 
 
         24   seen so far, that it's a good beginning.  I don't know 
 
         25   that the environment has been well served yet.  And to 
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          1   me, a few jobs -- even a few hundred jobs is not worth 
 
          2   destruction of resources.  And so if -- without being 
 
          3   well assured of what's available, I -- Deep Horizon said 
 
          4   they had a plan to take care of boo-boos.  I would hope 
 
          5   that they would put huge, huge, huge environmental 
 
          6   resources in place or structures in place to prevent 
 
          7   anything from going wrong because once it does, we're 
 
          8   screwed.   
 
          9   Whereupon, 
 
         10                        DR. JOHN KELLER 
 
         11   gave his statement: 
 
         12                  My name is Dr. John Keller.  I'm a 
 
         13   professional archeologist with a PhD from The University 
 
         14   of Texas at Austin.  I am, I suppose, the only local PhD 
 
         15   archeologist in the Rio Grande Valley.  I have looked at 
 
         16   the -- what I have seen of the environmental impact 
 
         17   statement and the cultural resources in particular, and I 
 
         18   find it faulty.  It is not -- they need a local 
 
         19   representative who knows something about the area, and 
 
         20   they -- at least it seems to me -- have not yet done 
 
         21   that.  Theire response to how they've operated seems, to 
 
         22   me, less than adequate.   
 
         23                  As far as the cultural -- as far as the 
 
         24   environmental resources go, I will echo what my wife has 
 
         25   said, that I don't think they have done an adequate job.  
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          1                  And after all, I worked for years and 
 
          2   years for a lignite operation, and those people at least 
 
          3   had to -- were required to have a bond.  I don't remember 
 
          4   what it was, but something over $100 million.  And they 
 
          5   were told that:  If you can provide -- if you can work 
 
          6   without a problem and without causing any environmental 
 
          7   damage, then you'll get your bond back after 20 years; if 
 
          8   not, then you don't get it back.   
 
          9                  And I think that this is the kind of thing 
 
         10   that FERC should be requiring of these operations.  Put a 
 
         11   bond in place.   
 
         12                  And going back to the cultural resources,  
 
         13   because I've been told to do this, simply digging a few 
 
         14   shovel tests doesn't solve the problem.  You've got to 
 
         15   deep test.  And the things are so subtle that unless you 
 
         16   really know what you're looking for, you'll miss them.   
 
         17                  And I guess that's the end of my 
 
         18   statement. 
 
         19   Whereupon, 
 
         20                         LAURA BAGUIO 
 
         21   gave her statement: 
 
         22                  My name is Laura Baguio, L-a-u-r-a,  
 
         23   B-a-g-u-i-o.   
 
         24                  I just wanted to say that I am opposed to 
 
         25   the LNG projects down in the RGV Valley.  I don't think 
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          1   they're environmentally sound.  I think this is an 
 
          2   environmentally sensitive area, and it doesn't need these 
 
          3   kinds of projects here.  I don't think it's good for the 
 
          4   environment, and I don't think it's good for the 
 
          5   infrastructure that we have here.   
 
          6                  If anything were to happen here, I don't 
 
          7   think we have the infrastructure to take care of any 
 
          8   problems that would happen, like fire departments or 
 
          9   anything like that.  I think it would be a terrible 
 
         10   problem. 
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                           ALMA LEAL 
 
         13   gave her statement:  
 
         14                  Alma Leal, A-l-m-a, L-e-a-l.   
 
         15                  I'm here because I oppose LNGs in the Rio 
 
         16   Grande Valley.  Please do not allow the LNG companies to 
 
         17   destroy our ecosystem, tourism, existing jobs, our 
 
         18   quality of life, our wildlife, and the air we breathe. 
 
         19                  I asked one CEO from RGV LNG how many of 
 
         20   their executives lived close to LNG plants.  She said, 
 
         21   "That's a good question" and couldn't name a single 
 
         22   person.  Finally she found one individual who had lived 
 
         23   close to a plant.   
 
         24                  If they consider these plants dangerous 
 
         25   enough for them not to live close to them, then what does 
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          1   that do for us?  Then they're not good enough for us 
 
          2   either.  And that's a big concern I have. 
 
          3                  A few jobs that they have promised is not 
 
          4   a logical trade-off for the destruction of the last 
 
          5   beautiful environment that sustains us here in the  
 
          6   Rio Grande Valley.  They can't guarantee our safety, our 
 
          7   future health, and that their business won't fail and 
 
          8   that they will leave destruction behind should they have 
 
          9   to leave.  We'll be left with nothing.   
 
         10                  We understand we are the last -- I call it 
 
         11   "frontier" -- for them, and I see them invading our home 
 
         12   to destroy it. 
 
         13                  Disasters are happening everywhere and 
 
         14   frequently, dumping of poisons into rivers, massive fires 
 
         15   in California and other states, gas leaks, oil spills, 
 
         16   floods, terrorist acts, industrial explosions.  We don't 
 
         17   want to be one more disaster statistic.  We don't want 
 
         18   LNGs jeopardizing our lives and livelihood in the  
 
         19   Rio Grande Valley. 
 
         20                  I really don't think we need a study to 
 
         21   know whether LNG companies will be hazardous to the  
 
         22   Rio Grande Valley.  We already know that they want to 
 
         23   build on a very environmentally sensitive area, which 
 
         24   means that they will be destroying life -- plants, 
 
         25   wetlands, animals, and possibly humans -- should there be 
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          1   a disastrous accident.   
 
          2                  Please don't give them a license to kill, 
 
          3   destroy, and ruin our way of life in the Rio Grande 
 
          4   Valley.   
 
          5   Whereupon, 
 
          6                     JULIE EDELSTEIN-BEST 
 
          7   gave her statement:  
 
          8                  My name is Julie Edelstein-Best; Julie,  
 
          9   J-u-l-i-e, Edelstein-Best, E-d-e-l-s-t-e-i-n, hyphen,  
 
         10   B-e-s-t. 
 
         11                  I'm here today to tell the FERC that I am 
 
         12   opposed to the proposed liquefied natural gas terminals 
 
         13   to be located at the Port of Brownsville.   
 
         14                  I was born in Brownsville and have spent 
 
         15   most of my 57 years living in this area.  I've traveled 
 
         16   back and forth on Highway 48 my whole life, and for  
 
         17   33 years, five days a week.  It is impossible to say how 
 
         18   many times I've pulled to the side of the road to admire 
 
         19   the many migrations of birds or the serene moments of 
 
         20   just driving through miles of natural habitat.  It is 
 
         21   surreal for me to imagine driving the same road and 
 
         22   seeing, instead, 14-story tanks and flare towers rising 
 
         23   as high as 500 feet.   
 
         24                  I am shocked and saddened an industry as 
 
         25   potentially dangerous as these terminals, with no track 
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          1   record of safety, are being welcomed into our local 
 
          2   community. 
 
          3                  People from all over come to South Padre 
 
          4   Island, including many from other Texas coastal areas, to 
 
          5   vacation on our beautiful beaches, to fish, sail, bird 
 
          6   watch, visit our wildlife refuges, and so much more.  One 
 
          7   unexpected accident could change our way of life and 
 
          8   affect our tourism and local economy forever.  Sometimes 
 
          9   a risk is not worth the benefit.  To me it is obvious the 
 
         10   risk of bringing in LNG terminals can nowhere come near 
 
         11   the monetary benefits our continually growing beach and 
 
         12   nature tourism generates.   
 
         13                  Many in our community, for generations, 
 
         14   have made their livelihood commercially shrimping and 
 
         15   fishing as well.  They too are at risk.  
 
         16                  Aside from these economic reasons, I am 
 
         17   fearful the locations of these plants are too close to 
 
         18   the populated areas of Port Isabel and the tankers 
 
         19   passing too close to Isla Blanca Beach.  I fear that 
 
         20   there could be dangerous fires.   
 
         21                  I fear that the 130 miles of pipeline each 
 
         22   facility will require to bring in the natural gas is 
 
         23   highly explosive along any point, as evidenced in 
 
         24   explosions near Falfurrias last week and Milford, Texas, 
 
         25   in 2013.   
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          1                  I fear breathing the hazardous air 
 
          2   pollutants.  Will our sunsets ever look the same?  These 
 
          3   projects will destroy wetlands and threaten the habitat 
 
          4   of many endangered species. 
 
          5                  I ask the Federal Energy Regulatory 
 
          6   Commission to please consider my concerns as well as 
 
          7   those of the Sierra Club, Surfrider Foundation, Fish and 
 
          8   Wildlife officials, our local Laguna Madre Water 
 
          9   District, and hundreds, now growing to thousands, of 
 
         10   Valley-wide residents to question the safety and not 
 
         11   allow these new plants to be built in our Laguna Madre 
 
         12   area.   
 
         13                  Thank you for your time and attention. 
 
         14   Whereupon, 
 
         15                         SHARI THURBER 
 
         16   gave her statement:  
 
         17                  I'm Shari, S-h-a-r-i, Thurber,  
 
         18   T-h-u-r-b-e-r.   
 
         19                  I'm a Port Isabel resident, and I've lived 
 
         20   here for about 13 years, or maybe a little more, so I was 
 
         21   very concerned when I heard about this coming up.   
 
         22                  It seems that we need to be very vigilant.  
 
         23   This has been the nicest place I've lived for a long time 
 
         24   because the air is pretty clear and there's nature.  
 
         25   There are so many different kinds of birds, and this area 
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          1   is famous for that.  And swimming is nice at the beach on 
 
          2   the island.   
 
          3                  And, you know, I know when I drive through 
 
          4   the Port of Brownsville, it looks a little scary, but so 
 
          5   far there hasn't been anything that I've known about 
 
          6   except there was that problem some years ago.  My brother 
 
          7   was the pediatrician that found the babies that were born 
 
          8   without brains when they were living right near where 
 
          9   that pollution was, right there in the Port of 
 
         10   Brownsville, so -- and that made national news.   
 
         11                  But it seems like the people who are more 
 
         12   interested in, you know, trying to find energy or 
 
         13   transport energy or import energy that's made with fossil 
 
         14   fuels one way or another -- and natural gas is also -- 
 
         15   even though maybe it doesn't burn as badly, you know, and 
 
         16   cause as much carbon problems as petroleum, it's still a 
 
         17   problem.   
 
         18                  And if it gets into the water -- I 
 
         19   understand it's going to be liquid gas, so the dangers -- 
 
         20   and they can tell us there are no dangers of a spill or 
 
         21   this or that, but there will be.  And things are going to 
 
         22   happen to the water -- life in the water, and that's 
 
         23   going to affect the birds that eat the fish and other sea 
 
         24   life.  And it's going to affect people who try to swim. 
 
         25                  I've heard that -- you know, I know if -- 
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          1   I don't know if all -- I haven't read enough to know if 
 
          2   all three sites have a chance of getting around the 
 
          3   island where so many people swim, but I know one of them 
 
          4   does and maybe the others too.  But we don't want that 
 
          5   kind of stuff in the water or in the -- you know, in the 
 
          6   groundwater anywhere. 
 
          7                  Also, I read that it's very dangerous to 
 
          8   pregnant women, and other -- you know, people who might 
 
          9   get exposed to that are taking a risk of, you know -- and 
 
         10   I don't think -- I don't think we should be so 
 
         11   desperately trying to use every last bit of fossil or, 
 
         12   you know, nonrenewable gas also that has all these 
 
         13   dangers.  I think we need to be -- we need energy.  We 
 
         14   need to be concentrating on other ways of producing it, 
 
         15   such as wind power and other things like that that have 
 
         16   already been implemented here in Texas as well as some 
 
         17   other states, and I think we need to expand that. 
 
         18                  And companies just ought to give up on 
 
         19   trying to convince us that progress isn't putting 
 
         20   polluting things in our groundwater and air, especially 
 
         21   in a place like this.  I mean, not just for tourists who 
 
         22   like to come and enjoy the nature here, but for the 
 
         23   people who live here too.   
 
         24                  We're very lucky to have this kind of 
 
         25   environment, and we should work to keep it.  And that 
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          1   means not letting people convince us of something, no 
 
          2   matter how scientific or technologically sophisticated 
 
          3   they sound.  They really are behind the times and trying 
 
          4   to drag us back with them.   
 
          5                  And I guess that's my whole statement.   
 
          6   Whereupon, 
 
          7                         ROBERT RADNIK 
 
          8   gave his statement: 
 
          9                  My name is Robert Radnik, R-a-d-n-i-k.   
 
         10   I live in San Benito, Texas.   
 
         11                  My concern with all of these projects is 
 
         12   the fact that these are limited liability corporations, 
 
         13   and I want to know what are the possibilities for action 
 
         14   after something goes wrong with -- if these guys declare 
 
         15   bankruptcy and run away from the mess that they've 
 
         16   created.   
 
         17   Whereupon, 
 
         18                      PATRICIA S. GARCIA 
 
         19   gave her statement:  
 
         20                  My name is Patricia S. Garcia, spelled    
 
         21   P-a-t-r-i-c-i-a, S, G-a-r-c-i-a.   
 
         22                  I am here to voice my concerns about LNG.  
 
         23   Born and raised in the Rio Grande Valley, voter.  I am 
 
         24   very concerned about the impact it's going to have here 
 
         25   where we live.  Pollution, number one. 
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          1                  I do not want this in my backyard, for 
 
          2   ourselves and the future of our children.  
 
          3   Whereupon, 
 
          4                         GLENN BOWARD 
 
          5   gave his statement:  
 
          6                  My name is Glenn Boward, and I live in 
 
          7   Weslaco, Texas.  My last name is B-o-w-a-r-d; first name, 
 
          8   Glenn, G-l-e-n-n. 
 
          9                  This particular statement here is 
 
         10   targeting all three projects, the Texas LNG project, 
 
         11   Annova Project, and the Rio Grande LNG project.   
 
         12                  I've been a resident, homeowner, and 
 
         13   taxpayer in South Texas for the past 38 years.   
 
         14   Thirty-four of these years, I was employed as a public 
 
         15   high school biology teacher, retiring in 2011.  My wife 
 
         16   and I raised our family in the Valley.   
 
         17                  As a biology teacher, I saw the value of 
 
         18   the biological diversity unique to the Rio Grande Valley.  
 
         19   From the coastal marine communities, coastal estuaries, 
 
         20   riparian ecosystems to the western chaparrals, the Rio 
 
         21   Grande Valley is a unique, biotic treasure.  Our unique, 
 
         22   biotic treasure is a focal point of two major migratory 
 
         23   flyways providing us with an abundant species diversity 
 
         24   unlike anywhere else.   
 
         25                  Unfortunately, the Rio Grande Valley has 
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          1   lost nearly 95 percent of its natural habitats due to 
 
          2   man-made development.  Over the past several decades, 
 
          3   great efforts have been made to slow this habitat loss by 
 
          4   creating a wildlife corridor.  These efforts sought to 
 
          5   protect the few remaining pristine habitats and to 
 
          6   restore others, including, but not limited to, the  
 
          7   Loma Preserve and Bahia Grande.  It is this area that is 
 
          8   now being threatened with multiple ecologically 
 
          9   destructive LNG facilities. 
 
         10                  If these proposed LNG projects come to be, 
 
         11   then we will witness, in a short period of time, the 
 
         12   irreversible destruction of a significant connection 
 
         13   within the wildlife corridor between the Loma Preserve 
 
         14   and the Bahia Grande.   
 
         15                  Unfortunately, some of the very same 
 
         16   government officials who supported the Bahia Grande 
 
         17   Restoration Project a decade ago are now supporting the 
 
         18   LNG projects that will be ecologically destructive and 
 
         19   ultimately economically detrimental to this area.   
 
         20                  The LNG projects will have a negative 
 
         21   environmental impact by increasing water pollution, toxic 
 
         22   air pollution, noise, and light pollution.  Negative 
 
         23   economic impacts will include stress on existing fresh 
 
         24   water supplies, loss of property values in immediate 
 
         25   areas downwind or within the viewshed, increased  
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          1   health-related problems from air pollution, and 
 
          2   disruption to local businesses that depend on tourism and 
 
          3   unrestricted access along the proposed tanker route.   
 
          4                  The US Coast Guard will be tasked with the 
 
          5   preparation of the waterway suitability assessment, or 
 
          6   WSA.  In the WSA, the US Coast Guard will assess the 
 
          7   risks posed by the LNG facilities and mobile tankers 
 
          8   relative to potential terrorism.  I am hoping that the  
 
          9   US Coast Guard takes seriously into account how close the 
 
         10   LNG facilities, and especially the tanker routes, are to 
 
         11   public areas.   
 
         12                  It is not too hard to imagine the 
 
         13   potential terroristic threat in what amounts to a 
 
         14   floating bomb passing within a few hundred feet of the 
 
         15   jetties.  There are those who downplay such a scenario,  
 
         16   but there was a time when we didn't think planes would be 
 
         17   used as missiles to destroy buildings.  We do not want 
 
         18   the equivalent of a toxic Houston Ship Channel or 
 
         19   potential terrorist targets in our backyard. 
 
         20                  I've prepared a series of questions that I 
 
         21   want FERC to address in their upcoming EIS.  The 
 
         22   following questions are:  
 
         23                  What environmental impacts will result in 
 
         24   the ballast discharge being dumped anywhere along the 
 
         25   entries to the sensitive areas of the Bahia Grande,  
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          1   South Bay, and the Laguna Madre? 
 
          2                  What will be the potential impacts of the 
 
          3   proposed LNG projects on the federally listed threatened 
 
          4   and endangered species? 
 
          5                  What will be the potential impact of 
 
          6   increased underwater noise on existing mobile organisms 
 
          7   along the transit of the LNG carriers? 
 
          8                  What initial and ongoing impact will the 
 
          9   LNG facilities and carriers have on the destruction of 
 
         10   recreational use of the waterways directly or indirectly 
 
         11   used by the LNG facilities and carriers? 
 
         12                  What impact would the proposed LNG 
 
         13   facilities and associated tankers have on dissolved 
 
         14   oxygen levels, pathogenic contamination, generation of 
 
         15   floating debris, or net degradation of habitat? 
 
         16                  What will be FERC's recommendation to the 
 
         17   LNG companies to deal with the resulting 24/7 facility 
 
         18   lighting in order to minimize potential impact to visual 
 
         19   resources?  
 
         20                  What impact will the proposed 24/7 
 
         21   facility lighting alter the property value within the 
 
         22   viewshed? 
 
         23                  To what extent will the potential economic 
 
         24   impacts of the proposed LNG projects have on recreational 
 
         25   and commercial fishing, the industries associated with 
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          1   those activities, and tourism?   
 
          2                  What will be the overall impact on 
 
          3   property values resulting from the downwind locations of 
 
          4   the LNG facilities to nearby South Padre Island,  
 
          5   Port Isabel, Laguna Vista, and Laguna Heights?  
 
          6                  What are the risks associated with the 
 
          7   moving safety and security zone around the LNG carriers 
 
          8   on the public use of the water? 
 
          9                  What will be the expected emissions level 
 
         10   from the LNG facilities, the LNG carriers, tugs, escort 
 
         11   vessels, and supply vessels? 
 
         12                  What impact will the increased noise 
 
         13   levels have on existing wildlife in the proposed area, 
 
         14   both during and after LNG facility construction? 
 
         15                  What will be the impact on local limited 
 
         16   freshwater utilities and resources to meet the demand in 
 
         17   the construction and operation of the proposed LNG 
 
         18   projects? 
 
         19                  What will be the impact of waste disposal 
 
         20   resulting from the construction and operation of the 
 
         21   proposed LNG projects?  
 
         22                  Where will the proposed LNG facility's 
 
         23   construction and operational wastes be disposed? 
 
         24                  What will be the complete inventory of the 
 
         25   hazardous materials received, stored, and used within the 
 
 
 
  



                                                                       56 
 
 
 
          1   LNG facilities and aboard the carriers? 
 
          2                  Who will be directly and indirectly held 
 
          3   responsible for any damage resulting from potential LNG 
 
          4   catastrophes? 
 
          5                  What will be the impact of an accidental 
 
          6   or intentional LNG release on habitats in the general 
 
          7   vicinity of the carrier transit routes? 
 
          8                  What will be the cumulative impacts of the 
 
          9   proposed LNG facilities, carriers, supply pipelines, 
 
         10   utility infrastructures on water quality, marine 
 
         11   biological resources, visual resources, air quality, and 
 
         12   marine transportation?   
 
         13                  If the global market for LNG is not  
 
         14   cost-effective to maintain operations for the proposed 
 
         15   sites after construction, then what is to become of the 
 
         16   site should the LNG companies walk away? 
 
         17                  Again, we do not want the equivalent of a 
 
         18   Houston Ship Channel or potential terrorist targets in 
 
         19   our backyard.   
 
         20   Whereupon, 
 
         21                         JOSEPH CANTU 
 
         22   gave his statement:  
 
         23                  My name is Joseph Cantu, J-o-s-e-p-h,     
 
         24   C-a-n-t-u.   
 
         25                  My comments are in reference -- in 
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          1   opposition to all three LNG projects here in the Port of 
 
          2   Brownsville. 
 
          3                  I am Joseph Cantu, a local business owner 
 
          4   and concerned citizen of South Padre Island.  I'm opposed 
 
          5   to the potential Annova LNG, Texas LNG, and Rio Grande 
 
          6   LNG projects near the Port of Brownsville, Texas.  I 
 
          7   vehemently oppose and strongly believe that FERC should 
 
          8   deny approval of these projects in our area.   
 
          9                  We enjoy a clean, natural, and pristine 
 
         10   environment.  Much of our economy is based on tourism 
 
         11   because of the clean air, beautiful waters, sport 
 
         12   fishing, vacations, and many other tourist attractions 
 
         13   enjoyed by vacationers.  Many people would rather come 
 
         14   here instead of Houston, Galveston, or Corpus because we 
 
         15   are free of their industrialization and pollution.   
 
         16                  We do not need nor want the volatile 
 
         17   organic compound emissions and pollution that come with 
 
         18   these projects either.  Furthermore, the construction of 
 
         19   these projects will destroy the natural habitat, 
 
         20   wildlife, and disrupt the current ecosystem.   
 
         21                  Detailed studies done at The University of 
 
         22   Texas state that the shale gas plays will peak by 2020.  
 
         23   Thus, by the time these projects are done, the LNG market 
 
         24   will have changed, and we will be stuck with the 
 
         25   infrastructure and eyesores that can be seen from our 
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          1   beautiful South Padre Island.   
 
          2                  I would also like to report to FERC that 
 
          3   there is tangible evidence that at least one of these 
 
          4   companies are bribing young students in the area by 
 
          5   paying them $20 an hour to come here and show support for 
 
          6   these projects.  I find these acts disgusting, 
 
          7   reprehensible, and unprofessional.   
 
          8                  While there may be hundreds of jobs during 
 
          9   the construction phase and a positive economic bubble 
 
         10   will be felt, these companies are also asking for a  
 
         11   10-year tax abatement.  But now local county 
 
         12   commissioners are asking for property tax hikes to offset 
 
         13   that.  If this is the case, how much exactly is gained 
 
         14   from building these projects for local employment?   
 
         15                  In regards to letters sent to FERC by 
 
         16   local Chambers of Commerce, I sincerely believe that they 
 
         17   were lacking in due diligence and did not consult with 
 
         18   their constituents before endorsing said letters.  Surely 
 
         19   these LNG companies are not above reproach in regards to 
 
         20   FERC.   
 
         21   Whereupon, 
 
         22                           ROB NIXON 
 
         23   gave his statement:  
 
         24                  Rob Nixon, R-o-b, N-i-x-o-n, chairman, 
 
         25   Surfrider Foundation, South Texas Chapter.    
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          1                  Dear Federal Energy Regulatory Commission: 
 
          2                  The Surfrider Foundation, South Texas 
 
          3   Chapter, a nonprofit environmental and beach access 
 
          4   organization that supports the protection and 
 
          5   preservation of the world's oceans, waves, and beaches 
 
          6   used by all people, oppose the development of the three 
 
          7   LNG refineries and terminals at the Port of Brownsville. 
 
          8                  The projects that have been proposed by 
 
          9   Texas LNG, Annova LNG, and Rio Grande LNG will only hurt 
 
         10   the unique ecosystem that is the Lower Laguna Madre area 
 
         11   and the very attraction that draws hundreds of thousands 
 
         12   of visitors that contribute to the tourism industry that 
 
         13   thousands of people depend on for their livelihoods.  
 
         14   Clean air, clean water, the preservation of our natural 
 
         15   habitat are imperative to continuing to help grow our 
 
         16   local economy.   
 
         17                  Visitors come to the beaches of South 
 
         18   Padre Island and visit Lower Laguna Madre because they 
 
         19   are tired of the industrialized coastal areas of Corpus 
 
         20   Christi, Houston, and Galveston.  Thousands of tourists 
 
         21   that live near these areas bypass them to come to  
 
         22   South Padre Island and Port Isabel at an increased 
 
         23   expense and longer travel so they won't have to deal with 
 
         24   the refineries lining their bays and dirty air.  These 
 
         25   people are beachgoers, surfers, fishermen, birders, and 
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          1   nature lovers.  And the uniqueness of the Lower Laguna 
 
          2   Madre area as one of only three hypersaline bays is what 
 
          3   brings them here.  LNG threatens this.  
 
          4                  Yes, the projects will create a handful of 
 
          5   jobs that may or may not go to locals and in the end 
 
          6   contribute to the economy of Cameron County, but with tax 
 
          7   abatements, negotiations, and other incentives being 
 
          8   discussed, the tradeoffs have already been seen.   
 
          9                  The Cameron County Commissioners have 
 
         10   decided to offer a 10-year tax abatement to certain 
 
         11   companies, but then turned around and raised property tax 
 
         12   rates in order to offset this because of needed revenue.  
 
         13   The compromise seems to put the burden on the property 
 
         14   owners and the businesses that will be adversely affected 
 
         15   to bring in one project that will harm their property 
 
         16   values and businesses.   
 
         17                  It is ironic that because of a new 
 
         18   industrialization, some of our most treasured natural 
 
         19   attractions in Texas -- the Hill Country, the Coastal 
 
         20   Bend, and Upper Texas Coast -- find themselves having 
 
         21   smog warnings and other air quality issues along with 
 
         22   water quality issues after storms and flooding, and yet 
 
         23   we're looking to spoil the last pristine area with more 
 
         24   development.   
 
         25                  The Bahia Grande project was the largest 
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          1   coastal wetlands restoration project in North America and 
 
          2   was celebrated by a huge partnership of city and county 
 
          3   leadership, and now we are going to cap this off by 
 
          4   lining it with refineries and terminals.  Does that make 
 
          5   any sense?  No, it does not.  
 
          6                  The safety issues also need to be 
 
          7   addressed.  LNG tankers in the channel and anchored just 
 
          8   offshore would put one of -- would put one within the 
 
          9   three-mile safety zone required by LNG facilities and 
 
         10   ships off Isla Blanca Park, one of the most popular 
 
         11   beaches in Texas, containing tens of thousands of people 
 
         12   every year.  What happens in the event of a leak from a 
 
         13   tanker?  Would we even know what procedures would be in 
 
         14   place? 
 
         15                  Finally, with the anticipated widening and 
 
         16   deepening of the Brazos Santiago Pass to accommodate the 
 
         17   LNG tankers, the City of South Padre Island will be put 
 
         18   in a financial pinch regarding the re-nourishment of 
 
         19   their beaches.  The City relies on these relatively cheap 
 
         20   beneficial-use dredge projects in order to help protect 
 
         21   the severely eroding beaches up north.   
 
         22                  The deepening of the pass would eliminate 
 
         23   the sand source and severely increase the costs of these 
 
         24   beach-fill projects by having to harvest their emergency 
 
         25   sand source up by Port Mansfield.  Instead of the average 
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          1   $600,000 per project, the importation of the sand from 
 
          2   Port Mansfield could end up costing the City up to  
 
          3   $5 million or more for just one run and expend the 
 
          4   deposit that would be needed in the aftermath of a large 
 
          5   storm, further impacting the tourist economy of  
 
          6   South Padre Island and Port Isabel. 
 
          7                  The Surfrider Foundation recognizes that 
 
          8   it is the job of the Port of Brownsville to make money 
 
          9   off its land by leasing it out.  However, wouldn't it be 
 
         10   just as beneficial for the Lower Laguna Madre area to 
 
         11   have the Port dedicate and improve these same areas as 
 
         12   ecotourism attractions and preserve them?  In our 
 
         13   opinion, the real value that land has is what it has to 
 
         14   offer naturally and can generate huge revenue if properly 
 
         15   marketed. 
 
         16                  The Surfrider Foundation finds it 
 
         17   disturbing that the push for the projects has been 
 
         18   supported by communities that are 20 miles or more away 
 
         19   from the proposed LNG sites, yet the actual people and 
 
         20   residents that are within five miles or less have been 
 
         21   marginalized.  I sincerely hope you hear us. 
 
         22                  Thank you for your time and consideration 
 
         23   of our comments in opposition of the development of the 
 
         24   LNG facilities in the Brownsville, Port Isabel, and  
 
         25   Lower Laguna Madre area.   
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          1                  Sincerely, Rob Nixon, Chairman, Surfrider 
 
          2   Foundation. 
 
          3   Whereupon, 
 
          4                       MELINDA RODRIGUEZ 
 
          5   gave her statement:  
 
          6                  My name is Melinda Rodriguez.  I am the 
 
          7   Brownsville Chamber of Commerce President and CEO.  My 
 
          8   last name is spelled R-o-d-r-i-g-u-e-z.  My first name is 
 
          9   spelled M-e-l-i-n-d-a.  
 
         10                  As President and CEO of the Brownsville 
 
         11   Chamber of Commerce, I am enthusiastic and excited about 
 
         12   the economic impact that the LNG export facilities can 
 
         13   have on our communities while connecting the Rio Grande 
 
         14   Valley to the global LNG trade.   
 
         15                  All three LNGs -- Texas LNG, Rio Grande 
 
         16   LNG, and Annova LNG -- are members of the Brownsville 
 
         17   Chamber of Commerce and have already demonstrated a 
 
         18   willingness to participate in the community and Chamber 
 
         19   events, and we appreciate your support and commitment to 
 
         20   our community. 
 
         21                  We believe that there is widespread 
 
         22   community support for these three projects.  And as I 
 
         23   have learned about the rigorous regulatory process, I 
 
         24   have faith that any LNG company which receives a permit 
 
         25   from FERC will be safe and in compliance with all federal 
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          1   regulations.   
 
          2                  It is my understanding that these three 
 
          3   projects, during their first phase of development, 
 
          4   represent a combined total investment of $10 billion at 
 
          5   the Port of Brownsville.  This is an unprecedented level 
 
          6   of investment in South Texas and will have numerous 
 
          7   positive impacts, including creating high-paying jobs, 
 
          8   promoting STEM -- science, technology, engineering,  
 
          9   math -- education, and adding tens of millions of dollars 
 
         10   to local taxing districts.   
 
         11                  Each LNG facility, if built today, would 
 
         12   be, by far, the largest taxpayer in Cameron County.  In 
 
         13   fact, the taxing district that is likely to benefit the 
 
         14   greatest is the local school district, the Port Isabel 
 
         15   Independent School District.   
 
         16                  From what I can tell, these three LNG 
 
         17   companies are working to minimize environmental impacts.  
 
         18   For example, one of the LNGs is using electric motors to 
 
         19   drive its refrigeration unit, which reduces air 
 
         20   emissions, and has reconfigured their plant to minimize 
 
         21   wetland impact.  Yet another LNG is collaborating with 
 
         22   City leaders to mitigate the impact of the LNG industry 
 
         23   workforce on current and future transportation and 
 
         24   mobility needs.  All three have invested themselves in 
 
         25   our community.   
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          1                  Additionally, providing a foreign market 
 
          2   for natural gas will reduce flaring of natural gas 
 
          3   currently occurring in many parts of our country, 
 
          4   including just south of San Antonio in the Eagle Ford 
 
          5   Shale. 
 
          6                  The Chamber of Commerce is actively 
 
          7   working with all three companies to help educate the 
 
          8   community about their facilities.   
 
          9                  In conclusion, on behalf of the 
 
         10   Brownsville Chamber of Commerce and its members, I want 
 
         11   to reiterate the importance of these three projects to 
 
         12   our South Texas community and thank the Federal Energy 
 
         13   Regulatory Commission for hosting this event.  If I can 
 
         14   ever be of service to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
 
         15   Commission, please do not hesitate to contact me.   
 
         16   Whereupon, 
 
         17                   MIGUEL FRANCISCO GONZALES 
 
         18   gave his statement:  
 
         19                  Miguel Francisco Gonzales, M-i-g-u-e-l,   
 
         20   F-r-a-n-c-i-s-c-o, G-o-n-z-a-l-e-s.   
 
         21                  So my piece for this is -- what concerns 
 
         22   me of the LNGs is not so much LNG, but the structures 
 
         23   that are erected in the pursuits of this type of 
 
         24   endeavor.   
 
         25                  What I mean by that is:  We're going to 
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          1   make a structure -- and I say "we" because people are 
 
          2   going to make the structure.  I don't consider us to be 
 
          3   different from each other as we are now.  And we're going 
 
          4   to make a structure to harvest natural gas from this 
 
          5   Earth in order to use it to propel our lifestyles, 
 
          6   wherever it may be across this globe.   
 
          7                  And then what comes after that?  What 
 
          8   comes after that substance has been expelled from its 
 
          9   place of rest and moved and used as fuel?   
 
         10                  And when I think about that, I think about 
 
         11   the Aztecs, Mayans, Peruvian Empire, the Romans, and all 
 
         12   the monuments that they built -- the Coliseum, various 
 
         13   pyramids and structures -- and we see that they are 
 
         14   magnificent within their own nature, and they served a 
 
         15   great purpose, much like this purpose might be perceived 
 
         16   to be great for some.   
 
         17                  Yet those civilizations did not last long.  
 
         18   They're not around anymore.  There are remnants of their 
 
         19   lifestyles that are around, but they are not used for 
 
         20   their initial intents anymore.  And I don't believe that 
 
         21   this structure will be used for very much longer of a 
 
         22   period of time. 
 
         23                  So as this structure will do its good for 
 
         24   the time that it is, it will become another remnant of 
 
         25   our civilization and how we lived, and I don't think 
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          1   that's a very good artifact to leave behind of our 
 
          2   lifestyles, of our ways of life, of how it is that we 
 
          3   lived, how it is that it symbolized maybe how we loved 
 
          4   our neighbor, how it is that we cared for each other.   
 
          5                  So after all this is said and done, if 
 
          6   it's built or not, there is still motives that have come 
 
          7   to pass, and those motives, in my view, are short-term.  
 
          8   Those motives are not hospitable for neighborhoods, for 
 
          9   individuals, be it human, be it feline, tortoise, 
 
         10   reptile, amphibian, whatever being under the sun.  This 
 
         11   structure is something that does not give way for 
 
         12   compassion, something that does not give way for a 
 
         13   unifying spirit.   
 
         14                  And therefore, I feel uncomfortable with 
 
         15   this structure here, with this structure being erected.  
 
         16   And if we have anything to say about life in the Valley, 
 
         17   about life here, what we call "home," it is the majesty 
 
         18   that is nature, that is the view, and that's something 
 
         19   very important.  That's something that everybody looks 
 
         20   forward to, the view.  And this can hark on people who 
 
         21   have a tremendous amount of money invested into this 
 
         22   project.  It's even people who are even unaware of this 
 
         23   project.   
 
         24                  The end point is you would like to bestow 
 
         25   a view onto your loved ones, onto people who you care 
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          1   about, people you'd like to be unified with.  And it's 
 
          2   with that idea of the view, of the beauty to share with 
 
          3   one another, that this structure isn't feasible for that, 
 
          4   is of a negligent nature.  It's something grotesque.   
 
          5                  And I'm not just picking on this nature -- 
 
          6   or this structure altogether.  I'm picking on a lot of 
 
          7   other things as well, but that's at the top of the  
 
          8   list, statements.  
 
          9                  So this structure really is more of an 
 
         10   idea to me.  It's more of what is being done in the world 
 
         11   and how things are being done in the world and how it is 
 
         12   that we relate to one another.  The people have 
 
         13   jurisdiction over areas of this Earth who haven't even 
 
         14   lived in this area much -- long and which is frankly 
 
         15   quite impossible considering our life span is about 80 or 
 
         16   90 years.   
 
         17                  So when we come to grips that our lives 
 
         18   are short and our goals are short and everything that we 
 
         19   do really is short, the longevity of this project is 
 
         20   short as well.  And I think, therefore, the short-handed 
 
         21   nature of this already speaks against this endeavor.   
 
         22   Whereupon, 
 
         23                        BRIAN CLIFFORD 
 
         24   gave his statement: 
 
         25                  My name is Brian Clifford, B-r-i-a-n,     
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          1   C-l-i-f-f-o-r-d.  I'm a business owner on South Padre 
 
          2   Island and also a resident in Cameron County, 20 years. 
 
          3                  I do not see any benefit of this coming 
 
          4   here.  My business and everybody else's business and 
 
          5   employment is based on tourism and not this, and I think 
 
          6   this is very short-sighted for our community.  I also 
 
          7   believe that it's a minus as far as jobs in the long run 
 
          8   because we're going to lose jobs for less tourism.  And I 
 
          9   don't want to see my land destroyed.   
 
         10   Whereupon, 
 
         11                         THOMAS REICH 
 
         12   gave his statement: 
 
         13                  Thomas Reich, T-h-o-m-a-s, R-e-i-c-h.   
 
         14                  The liquefied natural gas project is a 
 
         15   waste of billions of dollars that will destroy our 
 
         16   ecotourism-based economy, cost billions more in damages, 
 
         17   endanger the lives of approximately 10,000 people.  
 
         18   Liquefied natural gas is highly flammable and could 
 
         19   expand approximately 7,000 times its volume when exposed 
 
         20   to oxygen or water.   
 
         21                  In two years, the California Space 
 
         22   Agency's SpaceX will launch a rocket on Boca Chica Beach.  
 
         23   The April 16, 1947 Texas City disaster was caused by a 
 
         24   cigarette butt igniting a ship loaded with ammonium 
 
         25   nitrate, and the explosion was bigger than that of the  
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          1   atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima.   
 
          2                  Each of the five LNG plants will contain a 
 
          3   larger quantity of liquefied natural gas than the  
 
          4   SS Grandcamp contained ammonium nitrate when it exploded 
 
          5   at the Texas City disaster.  The heat generated from the 
 
          6   emission of the SpaceX rocket will be approximately  
 
          7   6,000 degrees Fahrenheit.   
 
          8                  The liquefied natural gas will also 
 
          9   pollute our waters, which the State has spent millions of 
 
         10   dollars trying to clean in the Bahia Grande project.   
 
         11                  So ask yourselves:  Is your profit really 
 
         12   worth more than our economy, environment, and lives?   
 
         13   Whereupon, 
 
         14                    DR. KENNETH C. FLETCHER 
 
         15   gave his statement:  
 
         16                  For the record, I'm Dr. Kenneth C. 
 
         17   Fletcher.  I'm a resident of Pharr.  I'm approximately 60 
 
         18   miles away, but that ain't nothing when this thing blows 
 
         19   up.   
 
         20                  And I'm against -- since this  
 
         21   ecotourism -- this is a hotspot in the world.  I don't 
 
         22   want the project to go through just in and of itself on 
 
         23   that.   
 
         24                  I'm also concerned with the sight of these 
 
         25   giant, big old 10-story bubbles and toxic gases being 
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          1   released into the atmosphere.   
 
          2                  Furthermore, I don't like the way the 
 
          3   people that are against this are being treated.  We have 
 
          4   the federal government, which I'm also paying, and this 
 
          5   nice stenographer here to come in, and I can't learn 
 
          6   anything from the opposite side.  I have to go outside 
 
          7   and absorb the knowledge from the opposition in the heat.  
 
          8   So I like it better in the air-conditioning. 
 
          9                  And I think that's all I have to say.  I'm 
 
         10   strongly against -- bam, on the table -- and I don't want 
 
         11   to see this project go through.  
 
         12   Whereupon, 
 
         13                           TOM DAVIS 
 
         14   gave his statement:  
 
         15                  My name is Tom Davis, and I am a 
 
         16   representative for the International Brotherhood of 
 
         17   Electrical Workers, and the IBEW fully supports all three 
 
         18   projects -- LNG projects in the Rio Grande Valley.   
 
         19                  We consider it a blessing for the 
 
         20   geographic area, with an abundance of natural gas and the 
 
         21   Port of Brownsville, to be ideal for those industries.  
 
         22   And they represent good-paying jobs, both in the 
 
         23   construction and the operations of those plants and 
 
         24   facilities.   
 
         25                  We believe that they have a minimal impact 
 
 
 
  



                                                                       72 
 
 
 
          1   on the environment compared with other type industries.  
 
          2   And hopefully we -- the projects go through as planned. 
 
          3   Whereupon, 
 
          4                          HOLLY SADA 
 
          5   gave her statement: 
 
          6                  My name is Holly, H-o-l-l-y, Sada,  
 
          7   S-a-d-a, and I'm from Brownsville.  I'm a Brownsville 
 
          8   resident, and I go to the Island every week -- actually, 
 
          9   more than three times, so I'm really native to SPI,  
 
         10   South Padre Island. 
 
         11                  I don't think it's fair that you guys want 
 
         12   to build on our wetlands where birds migrate, ocelots go 
 
         13   through there, and -- you're building on these wetlands, 
 
         14   and where are they going to go?  They're going to die.   
 
         15                  You guys are going to build these big, 
 
         16   huge factories, and who's to say that they're not toxic?  
 
         17   These toxic fumes are going to go in the air, and they're 
 
         18   going to blow to Brownsville.  And how do we know that 
 
         19   they're not going to affect women who are going to give 
 
         20   birth?  So the fetus is going to get all these toxic 
 
         21   fumes, and they're going to have deformities.   
 
         22                  People with asthma are going to be like -- 
 
         23   what are they going to do?  They're going to have more 
 
         24   episodes.  Not cool. 
 
         25                  I heard that they were taking -- there's 
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          1   billion-dollar companies and that -- I don't think that 
 
          2   we should support these things because how do we know --  
 
          3   it's going to be a 10-year tax exemption.  It means more 
 
          4   money -- oh, it's not an exemption; it's an abatement.  
 
          5   So these people who are building, they get a 10-year tax 
 
          6   abatement, and that money doesn't go to anything.  
 
          7                  It doesn't go to Brownsville, of course, 
 
          8   but it does go to their pockets, and I don't think they 
 
          9   should get another -- I don't think they should get their 
 
         10   17th yacht and 17th mansion being built.  That's not 
 
         11   cool.  And when I say "not cool" that often, I mean it's 
 
         12   not appropriate. 
 
         13                  What if there's an accident?  If there's 
 
         14   an accident -- I know that SpaceX is being or is built or 
 
         15   somewhere around there, and they like to -- oh, I forgot 
 
         16   what my point was.  Sorry.  
 
         17                  Oh, business owners -- that's a good one.  
 
         18   Since you guys have got this 10-year tax abatement, it's 
 
         19   not fair to business owners because they'll lose tourism.  
 
         20   They will have a lot less people that go around there 
 
         21   because, well, they don't know, and they're hearing all 
 
         22   this big, huge work that's going around, the big, huge 
 
         23   machines that are going to be happening.   
 
         24                  And then the jobs.  What's going to happen 
 
         25   to people who work there, the jobs?  Oh, they'll leave 
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          1   and -- like:  Oh, I don't like the circumstances; I don't 
 
          2   like what's going on around here.  And they're going to 
 
          3   quit.  And then there goes a business owner.  There goes 
 
          4   their business.  And then they're -- they're in debt, and 
 
          5   then all of a sudden, boom, they're done.  They can't 
 
          6   have their business anymore because, well, the  
 
          7   billion-dollar people want to get more money in their 
 
          8   pocket and build on top of Brownsville.   
 
          9                  I don't know why the Port of Brownsville 
 
         10   decided to give them this abatement or why they wanted it 
 
         11   here.  It's like virgin land.  Okay, because you guys 
 
         12   want liquefied oil?  What?  No, no.   
 
         13                  And you guys are going to do pipelines 
 
         14   through the water park, around the water park, and all 
 
         15   the way to the wetlands.  That's going to be a lot of 
 
         16   construction, and I'm not sure what's going to happen to 
 
         17   my favorite -- my favorite, Schlitterbahn Beach 
 
         18   Waterpark.   
 
         19                  I'm just not sure about this, and you guys 
 
         20   all make it not clear.  This is why I have so many 
 
         21   questions.   
 
         22                  As far as -- oh, a good polluter; fish 
 
         23   too.  That's it.  I'm done. 
 
         24   Whereupon, 
 
         25                      KRISTEN DAVIS KLINE 
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          1   gave her statement:  
 
          2                  Kristen Davis Kline, K-r-i-s-t-e-n,      
 
          3   D-a-v-i-s, K-l-i-n-e.   
 
          4                  I vehemently oppose the construction of 
 
          5   even one liquefied natural gas, or LNG, terminal along 
 
          6   the Brownsville Ship Channel.  Building from the ground 
 
          7   up an industry based on fossil fuels in Cameron County is 
 
          8   foolhardy and stands on the wrong side of history.  We 
 
          9   are now well into the 21st century and can no longer 
 
         10   depend on a 20th-century mentality to carry us forward.   
 
         11                  If anything, liquefying natural gas for 
 
         12   export to foreign countries amounts to taking a great 
 
         13   leap backwards.  The planet as a whole is in an 
 
         14   environmental crisis, as the vast majority of scientists 
 
         15   would agree.  Even the Catholic church, not a hotbed of 
 
         16   environmental activism, has come to recognize, with Pope 
 
         17   Francis' encyclical "Laudato Si," that we humans cannot 
 
         18   continue to run roughshod over the natural world.   
 
         19                  Allowing LNG terminals to insinuate 
 
         20   themselves into our unique and delicate ecosystem would 
 
         21   be a huge step in the wrong direction, inviting further 
 
         22   industrialization that would ruin not only our local 
 
         23   environment, but our economy too. 
 
         24                  After attending four open house events for 
 
         25   three of the five companies that propose to build LNG 
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          1   export plants in Cameron County, I have not been 
 
          2   convinced by their representatives that LNG would be good 
 
          3   for the people and wildlife that live here.   
 
          4                  Despite their promises of bringing 
 
          5   "hundreds of good-paying jobs" to the area, I'm also not 
 
          6   convinced that LNG terminals would be a boon to our 
 
          7   economy.  In fact, it is my contention that the 
 
          8   appearance of LNG plants would erode the pillars of our 
 
          9   current economy, which include shrimping, commercial and 
 
         10   recreational fishing, water sports, nature tourism, and 
 
         11   education.   
 
         12                  Repeating the mantra of "good jobs" will 
 
         13   not make them magically materialize.  The LNG companies 
 
         14   can make all the promises they want to lure our leaders 
 
         15   into allowing them to build their plants, but the reality 
 
         16   is that they have little control over how many jobs would 
 
         17   actually be created.   
 
         18                  Granted, there will still be a minimum 
 
         19   number of engineers and safety officials who would have 
 
         20   to run the plants, but they cannot control the global 
 
         21   market for natural gas and would leave us holding the bag 
 
         22   should there be a decrease in the demand for it.   
 
         23                  The only thing these companies are 
 
         24   obligated by law to accomplish, their entire  
 
         25   raison d'etre, is to ensure a healthy return on their 
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          1   stockholders' investments.  They have no fiduciary 
 
          2   responsibility to the residents of Cameron County and 
 
          3   will not do anything that jeopardizes high profits for 
 
          4   investors.  If that means hiring fewer locals or simply 
 
          5   abandoning a financially unsound enterprise partly 
 
          6   through construction, then that's what they will choose.   
 
          7                  As for their promises of respecting the 
 
          8   environment, I can only laugh in utter disbelief.  Less 
 
          9   than 5 percent of the natural habitat that existed 
 
         10   historically throughout this area remains.  After the 
 
         11   dredging of the Brownsville Ship Channel in t 
 
         12                  he early 20th century, the ecosystem was 
 
         13   devastated.  It has taken over 80 years for some of the 
 
         14   plant and animal life to recover to a small degree with 
 
         15   the help of a few dedicated human beings.  The 
 
         16   restoration of the Bahia Grande is one such example.  
 
         17   Exactly a decade ago, this area was re-flooded after 
 
         18   being cut off from natural water inflow, and we are just 
 
         19   now beginning to see positive results of this effort.  It 
 
         20   would be almost criminal to endanger its further recovery 
 
         21   by building hazardous LNG plants right next to the Bahia 
 
         22   Grande. 
 
         23                  Even more disturbing is the fact that the 
 
         24   residents and the visitors to Port Isabel, South Padre 
 
         25   Island, Laguna Heights, and Laguna Vista would suffer 
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          1   adverse effects of the noxious gases emitted from LNG 
 
          2   plants.  None of the LNG supporters were able to 
 
          3   adequately address my concerns about toxic emissions, 
 
          4   some citing proprietary reasons.   
 
          5                  Ever since the dredging of the ship 
 
          6   channel, natural waterways dried up and produced enormous 
 
          7   amounts of dust that have plagued these towns for 
 
          8   decades.  Only recently has the dust issue been somewhat 
 
          9   dealt with, and now these out-of-town industries would 
 
         10   like to add yet more pollutants to the mix.   
 
         11                  The CEO and other company officials won't 
 
         12   have to live downwind from all this dust and pollution.  
 
         13   Their children won't go to the emergency room for acute 
 
         14   asthma attacks.  Their elderly parents won't have to 
 
         15   breathe from oxygen tanks.  They can wreak atmospheric 
 
         16   havoc on this area while sipping mint juleps from their 
 
         17   living rooms in Houston, New York, Amsterdam, or Sydney.  
 
         18   They won't pay the human consequences for their 
 
         19   thoughtless and greedy actions down here in the "Magic 
 
         20   Valley."   
 
         21                  I'm also deeply troubled by putting at 
 
         22   risk endangered species that inhabit the area around the 
 
         23   ship channel or use it to get from one safe place to 
 
         24   another.  Some species are even beginning to make a 
 
         25   comeback.  It strikes me as completely irresponsible to 
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          1   jeopardize the well-being of our fellow creatures so that 
 
          2   a few human beings can line their pockets.   
 
          3                  I'm concerned that the anglers, shrimpers, 
 
          4   and tourists would have difficulty accessing the ship 
 
          5   channel to ply their trade or enjoy a weekend or holiday.  
 
          6   The tankers that would carry the liquefied natural gas 
 
          7   out to the Gulf of Mexico would need wide berth, 
 
          8   essentially blocking this waterway and preventing other 
 
          9   boats from accessing it for an undetermined amount of 
 
         10   time.   
 
         11                  Moreover, the danger zone surrounding 
 
         12   these tankers would encompass parts of Port Isabel and 
 
         13   South Padre Island.  If there were an accident or 
 
         14   malicious attack that compromised a tanker carrying tons 
 
         15   of toxic substance, people would be seriously injured or 
 
         16   die.  It simply is not worth the risk.   
 
         17                  The questions I have that were never 
 
         18   answered include: 
 
         19                  Would there be a significant increase in 
 
         20   the water temperature in the ship channel if LNG 
 
         21   operations were allowed?  If so, how would that affect 
 
         22   marine life and the industries that depend on it? 
 
         23                  If the wetlands are filled in, how would 
 
         24   the precise environmental services they provide be 
 
         25   replaced?  Mitigation is not the correct answer. 
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          1                  What would happen if a SpaceX rocket 
 
          2   misfired and debris landed on a LNG tanker or storage 
 
          3   tank?  How would rocket debris interact with LNG 
 
          4   emissions? 
 
          5                  What precautions would be taken to prevent 
 
          6   a terrorist attack?  Would taxpayers be required to 
 
          7   subsidize these LNGs by paying for government protection? 
 
          8                  I love my home and do not want to see it 
 
          9   ruined by LNG plants.  I expect my government to protect 
 
         10   people and wildlife and ensure that our economy and way 
 
         11   of life are not ruined by one outdated industry.  
 
         12   Whereupon, 
 
         13                        SHARON SWANSON 
 
         14   gave her statement: 
 
         15                  My name is Sharon Swanson, S-h-a-r-o-n,   
 
         16   S-w-a-n-s-o-n, of Harlingen, Texas.  I'm appearing today 
 
         17   on behalf of myself and also on behalf of the  
 
         18   Lower Laguna Madre Foundation.   
 
         19                  I come with comments which are in 
 
         20   opposition to all of the LNG projects that are proposed 
 
         21   for the Brownsville Ship Channel area.  I feel that our 
 
         22   area has too many positive things which generate millions 
 
         23   of dollars every year, employ I don't know how many 
 
         24   people, thousands of people, perhaps, and create a strong 
 
         25   economy down here, and that this type of project, with 
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          1   its inherent danger, with its degradation of the 
 
          2   environment -- some of which we've only recently been 
 
          3   able to bring back, such as the Bahia Grande, that we 
 
          4   have so much to lose for a few hundred permanent jobs and 
 
          5   a whole lot of hurt if something happens.  A lot of 
 
          6   people could be out of work. 
 
          7                  Then the air quality, as poor as it is at 
 
          8   times, it would only be aggravated by the particulate 
 
          9   matter.  
 
         10                  The refuges are close.  The projects could 
 
         11   impede what little bit of wildlife we're still trying to 
 
         12   nurture down here, such as the ocelot.   
 
         13                  The threat to even my sister-in-law, who 
 
         14   has property down at 511 and Highway 48, is of immense 
 
         15   worry to me and her brother, my husband, because she 
 
         16   could be in a zone that could be impacted by any type of 
 
         17   explosion that were to occur.   
 
         18                  Nothing has been really thought about, 
 
         19   perhaps, or planned -- I'm not exactly sure how I want to 
 
         20   say it.  We're in a hurricane zone, and there's so many 
 
         21   ifs, in the event we had a storm, how those types of 
 
         22   vessels would be accommodated, what the protocols would 
 
         23   be for the plant production or the shutdown of the plant, 
 
         24   the idea of small fishing boats and trawlers escaping the 
 
         25   Gulf, seeking refuge in the port, having to worry about 
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          1   those types of ships and the safety issues involved with 
 
          2   that.   
 
          3                  There are just so many bad things and so 
 
          4   few positive things that I see in this project.  A few 
 
          5   hundred, perhaps, permanent jobs with the possibility of 
 
          6   losing millions of dollars and lots of jobs that are 
 
          7   already here with the thriving fishing, tourist, and 
 
          8   birding economy down here at this end of our valley.  So 
 
          9   I oppose all three projects and any further development 
 
         10   along that line.   
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                        WALTER BIRDWELL 
 
         13   gave his statement: 
 
         14                  My name is Walter Birdwell.  The first 
 
         15   name is W-a-l-t-e-r.  My last name is B-i-r-d-w-e-l-l.  I 
 
         16   moved here from Houston 10 years ago, and I now live in 
 
         17   Laguna Vista.   
 
         18                  I'm a cancer survivor since 2005, and I 
 
         19   enjoy my life.  I'd like to be around as long as I can.  
 
         20   I know carcinogens being pumped into the air aren't going 
 
         21   to help me any.   
 
         22                  I also know that people from the Houston 
 
         23   area, all the northern Gulf Coast -- Orange, Port Arthur, 
 
         24   Corpus Christi -- they come down here to our beach to 
 
         25   visit.  We don't go up there because of the industrial 
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          1   development.   
 
          2                  And all three of the LNG plants that plan 
 
          3   to move down here, there's not a dime's worth of 
 
          4   difference between them.  They're all going to cause an 
 
          5   equal amount of damage.  They will ruin the Bahia Grande 
 
          6   wetlands restoration park, which was the most successful 
 
          7   in the world.   
 
          8                  Fish and wildlife opposes them.  
 
          9   Commercial shrimping industry opposes them.  I know 
 
         10   commercial fishermen that do, and there is a good reason.  
 
         11                  Texas LNG recently published a report that 
 
         12   they expect to generate $34 million annually in income 
 
         13   and provide about 350 jobs.  Oh, boy.  Our ecotourism and 
 
         14   fishing industries generate about $340 million annually 
 
         15   in income and provide 3,500 jobs, more or less.   
 
         16                  More importantly, all the money our 
 
         17   ecotourism industry generates stays in this area.  All 
 
         18   the money LNG generates is going to go up north.   
 
         19                  Our local Laguna Madre Water District just 
 
         20   opposed this.  I know a lot of our local politicians 
 
         21   support this, but all you have to do is follow the money.  
 
         22   They talk about how corrupt local politics is in the 
 
         23   Valley, but in order to corrupt someone, you have to have 
 
         24   money.  Money comes from people like the Koch brothers, 
 
         25   Sheldon Adelson, the wealthy 1 percent.  And that's who 
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          1   the money is going to flow to.  The money won't stay here 
 
          2   locally.  It flows out of the area and up north and 
 
          3   enriches the wealthiest people in the country.  It 
 
          4   doesn't stay down here like our money generated by 
 
          5   ecotourism does.   
 
          6                  I'll sum up by saying that there are no 
 
          7   economic or ecological advantages to LNG development down 
 
          8   here, nothing but disadvantages.  And anyone that 
 
          9   supports LNG either doesn't understand the whole 
 
         10   situation or is a stooge of the wealthiest people in the 
 
         11   country. 
 
         12   Whereupon, 
 
         13                         DON HOCKADAY 
 
         14   gave his statement: 
 
         15                  My name is Don Hockaday, Port Isabel, 
 
         16   Texas.   
 
         17                  The only excuse that FERC has offered for 
 
         18   depriving the public of the opportunity to openly express 
 
         19   comments, questions, and concerns at this meeting is 
 
         20   something about avoiding grandstanding.  Grandstanding is 
 
         21   an expected part of the Democratic process and an 
 
         22   essential part of the public comment phase of government 
 
         23   decision-making processes.   
 
         24                  FERC participated in several open houses 
 
         25   with LNG promoters in this area and probably others along 
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          1   the proposed pipeline route.  At this scoping meeting, 
 
          2   and I assume other scoping meetings, FERC invited LNG 
 
          3   promoters to participate with their informational 
 
          4   displays and promotional patter.  Organizations known to 
 
          5   FERC that are in opposition were not invited.  It is 
 
          6   apparent that holding hidden depositions in closed rooms 
 
          7   is not to avoid grandstanding, but to control who does 
 
          8   the grandstanding.   
 
          9                  FERC, a taxpayer-funded agency that is 
 
         10   charged with protecting and promoting the best interest 
 
         11   of the people, has placed itself a little too far as a 
 
         12   protector and promoter of a special interest group. 
 
         13    
 
         14                  FERC's mission is:  Assist consumers in 
 
         15   obtaining reliable, efficient and sustainable energy 
 
         16   services at a reasonable cost through appropriate 
 
         17   regulatory and market means. 
 
         18                  Disagreements among economists about the 
 
         19   impact of LNG exports is about how much, not whether, 
 
         20   domestic prices will rise.  Dow, Alcoa, Eastman, 
 
         21   Celanese, Nucor, and other major US companies have joined 
 
         22   to express deep concerns that LNG exports will derail 
 
         23   billions of dollars in US industrial development because 
 
         24   of increased domestic energy costs.   
 
         25                  The American Public Gas Association 
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          1   opposes LNG exports because it will raise energy costs to 
 
          2   customers of public utility districts and municipal gas 
 
          3   companies.  There is no way that FERC can approve more 
 
          4   than a very few export terminals without knowingly 
 
          5   ignoring its own mission toward "reasonable costs" to 
 
          6   consumers. 
 
          7                  The United States has the fourth largest 
 
          8   proven natural gas reserves in the world.  Because we 
 
          9   extract so much of what we have, we're the world's number 
 
         10   one natural gas producer.  According to EIA, our proven 
 
         11   reserves in 2013 were 338 trillion cubic feet, and in 
 
         12   that year we withdrew 30 trillion cubic feet.  That means 
 
         13   that in one year we depleted nearly 9 percent of our 
 
         14   proven reserves, and we have been producing at a higher 
 
         15   rate since then, even without LNG exports.   
 
         16                  To be sure, the plays we have utilized 
 
         17   have been the easiest and cheapest.  Unless more reserves 
 
         18   can be located, we're on our way to converting LNG export 
 
         19   terminals to import terminals in several years.   
 
         20                  Even worse, our production boom has been 
 
         21   based on fracking.  Fracking is a Red Queen trap because, 
 
         22   as opposed to traditional wells, fracked well production 
 
         23   typically drops to 30 percent within on year, so new 
 
         24   wells must be drilled to compensate. 
 
         25                  Meanwhile, in 2013, the US exported  
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          1   1.6 trillion cubic feet and imported 2.9 trillion cubic 
 
          2   feet of natural gas.  We had a net import of 1.3 trillion 
 
          3   cubic feet of natural gas a year, yet the plan is to 
 
          4   export our resource advantage to our manufacturing 
 
          5   competitors across oceans.   
 
          6                  Promoting export of a non-renewable 
 
          7   resource that may be economically depleted in a decade or 
 
          8   two reduces its sustainability.  It further promotes 
 
          9   fracking, so it reduces reliability of the resource.  
 
         10   Reducing sustainability and reliability of energy sources 
 
         11   to consumers is contrary to FERC's stated mission. 
 
         12                  The future of planned US LNG export 
 
         13   terminals appears to be for companies to reap quick 
 
         14   profits before their house of cards falls.  Arbitrage 
 
         15   cost convergence will reduce profitability.  Qatar, three 
 
         16   times our reserves, is increasing LNG exports.  Reduction 
 
         17   of sanctions on Iran, four times our reserves, will open 
 
         18   it up to enter the market.  Russia, five and a half times 
 
         19   our reserves, is building massive pipelines to China. 
 
         20                  These and other countries with large 
 
         21   reserves closer to the market than we and the rapid 
 
         22   transition toward renewable energy in European countries 
 
         23   may well cause the closure of our local applicants' 
 
         24   projects within a decade or two.  
 
         25                  According to the FERC.com/LNG website, 
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          1   there are over 40 existing, permitted, under application, 
 
          2   or potential terminal sites in the United States.  
 
          3   Considering the abundance of other safer locations, 
 
          4   Cameron County is no place to site attractive, high-risk, 
 
          5   soft targets for terrorists, drug gangs, rogues, and 
 
          6   disaffected malcontents so close to a lawless frontier in 
 
          7   this time of national debate on international terrorism.   
 
          8                  All the proposed sites are within five 
 
          9   miles of Mexico, a short flight for drones or suicide 
 
         10   pilots.  Five miles is an almost negligible distance 
 
         11   considering smugglers move thousands of human beings and 
 
         12   many hundreds of tons of drugs to every part of the US 
 
         13   every year.  Mexican drug cartels have RPGs and other 
 
         14   sophisticated military weapons.   
 
         15                  Terrorists groups should have little 
 
         16   problem getting a missile and launcher, mines, bombs, 
 
         17   explosive-filled fast-boats and light planes, or other 
 
         18   weapons to the border, or contracting Zeta to do it for 
 
         19   them.   
 
         20                  Permitting large soft targets for 
 
         21   terrorist groups on the Brownsville Ship Channel would 
 
         22   simply be irresponsible.  These sites are much different 
 
         23   than the other 40 or so. 
 
         24                  Regardless of personal opinions or the 
 
         25   opinions of FERC staff, the risk to human life and the 
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          1   risk of terrorist attacks will be evaluated and mitigated 
 
          2   by Homeland Security.   
 
          3                  US Coast Guard protocols in certain US 
 
          4   ports where navigational safety is overlaid with 
 
          5   extensive security precautions, a high security approach 
 
          6   to a safety zone for an LNG carrier, would include 
 
          7   suspension of all traffic in the area during the passage 
 
          8   of an LNG vessel.  Even if much more lenient than that, 
 
          9   the impact on the economy of Port Isabel and South Padre 
 
         10   Island would be extreme.   
 
         11                  Our bait shrimping industry is dependent 
 
         12   upon the Brownsville Ship Channel.  Live bait shrimp are 
 
         13   impractical to economically transport long distances.  If 
 
         14   our bait shrimping industry is negatively impacted, our 
 
         15   sport fishing industry will be crippled.  This will 
 
         16   further impact the tourism, retirement, and "Winter 
 
         17   Texan" economies.   
 
         18                  The Port Isabel-Brownsville Gulf shrimping 
 
         19   port has the second highest dollar value fishery of the 
 
         20   entire east coast of the United States.  If our Gulf 
 
         21   shrimpers are heavily burdened to turn around their 
 
         22   vessels during peak season, captains may start selling 
 
         23   their catches at other ports. 
 
         24                  At one time, if asked why so many people 
 
         25   come to our hotels and resorts instead of other closer 
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          1   locations with good fishing, clean beaches, and good 
 
          2   accommodations and services, most of us would have 
 
          3   speculated on the natural environment and proximity to 
 
          4   Mexico.  Proximity to Mexico has lost its appeal, but our 
 
          5   visitor base has not been seriously impacted.   
 
          6                  It is crucially important in the 
 
          7   hospitality industries to maintain repeat patrons.  Our 
 
          8   repeat patrons would not overlook miles of 15-story-high 
 
          9   chemical plants with 20-story-high storage tanks and 400- 
 
         10   foot-high flares, nor would they appreciate the light 
 
         11   pollution sky glow.   
 
         12                  In a 2006 survey of South Padre Island 
 
         13   visitors, "a safe place to visit" was selected as the 
 
         14   number one attribute responsible for their choice of the 
 
         15   island.  Ecotourism was listed as number three a most 
 
         16   popular activities.   
 
         17                  A "tropical island atmosphere" ranked as 
 
         18   number two for the "primary reason" they visited South 
 
         19   Padre Island.  Ninety-five percent of respondents said 
 
         20   they planned to return.  
 
         21                  Miles of chemical plants and truly 
 
         22   enormous ships containing up to 50 million gallons of 
 
         23   hazardous liquid passing nearby with Coast Guard gunboat 
 
         24   escorts will not be ignored by those who come here for "a 
 
         25   safe place to visit," to enjoy the "tropical island 
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          1   atmosphere," and for "ecotourism" activities. 
 
          2                  As it looks now, in several years we will 
 
          3   be left with higher gas and electricity prices, 
 
          4   unreliable energy supply, miles of chemical plant 
 
          5   graveyards, loss of much of our fishery producers, much 
 
          6   reduced tourism industry, migration of Winter Texans and 
 
          7   retirees to other locations, and increased unemployment.  
 
          8                  No amount of chemical plant "job creation" 
 
          9   by the LNG terminals can compensate for the impact on 
 
         10   eastern Cameron County's tourism, retirement, Winter 
 
         11   Texans, sport fishing and commercial fishing industries.  
 
         12   That would be true even if many of the jobs "created" go 
 
         13   to our area residents, which is doubtful.   
 
         14   Whereupon, 
 
         15                    TERENCE MICHAEL GARRETT 
 
         16   gave his statement: 
 
         17                  I'm Dr. Terence Michael Garrett.  Terence, 
 
         18   T-e-r-e-n-c-e, Michael, M-i-c-h-a-e-l, Garrett, G-a-r-r- 
 
         19   e-t-t.   
 
         20                  So I'm a professor at one of the local 
 
         21   universities here in the Rio Grande Valley.  I teach 
 
         22   public policy and public administration.  I'm here to 
 
         23   express my concerns about LNG in the Rio Grande Valley.   
 
         24                  My primary concern is safety of the people 
 
         25   who live in this part of the valley, and as a resident of 
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          1   Laguna Vista, my own safety as well.   
 
          2                  One of my concerns -- well, the primary 
 
          3   concern is the fact that SpaceX has -- will be launching 
 
          4   rockets off of Boca Chica Beach, and because of this -- 
 
          5   SpaceX has a record of three disasters in the past year, 
 
          6   and the proximity of Boca Chica Beach to the LNG 
 
          7   terminals and the LNG tankers that will be coming through 
 
          8   the ship channel in front of Boca Chica Beach is a 
 
          9   potential for disaster.   
 
         10                  I implore FERC to please have mercy on the 
 
         11   people in this area and not allow any terminal to exist 
 
         12   in Bahia Grande or anywhere along the Highway 100 
 
         13   highway, all the way up to Highway 48.  Please, please do 
 
         14   not allow this to go forward.   
 
         15   Whereupon, 
 
         16                          SAM MANATT 
 
         17   gave his statement: 
 
         18                  My name is Sam Manatt, M-a-n-a-t-t.  I 
 
         19   live on General Grant Road.  We're close -- real close to 
 
         20   where the pipeline is going to come through on a ranch.  
 
         21   And all my neighbors are for this project and -- for the 
 
         22   economic benefit of the Port of Brownsville and our area.  
 
         23                  Even though the pipeline is coming -- I 
 
         24   live on a wildlife ranch, and even though the pipeline is 
 
         25   coming right on my neighbor, we're all for it.  And I 
 
 
 
  



                                                                       93 
 
 
 
          1   think it will be a good thing, and I know it won't harm 
 
          2   the wildlife, which that's what my ranch is, is a 
 
          3   wildlife ranch.  So I'm not worried.  And that's all I've 
 
          4   got to say.  
 
          5   Whereupon, 
 
          6                        RICARDO LOSOYA 
 
          7   gave his statement: 
 
          8                  My name is Ricardo Losoya, R-i-c-a-r-d-o, 
 
          9   L-o-s-o-y-a, and I'm here to talk about the LNG companies 
 
         10   coming into the RGV.   
 
         11                  Right now they're in the early process, 
 
         12   and so information isn't really given out on specific 
 
         13   things that are worrisome to the local people living here 
 
         14   like myself.   
 
         15                  But something that I worry about is the 
 
         16   restrictions that these companies might get and the lack 
 
         17   of oversight that happens often with big companies.  The 
 
         18   areas -- coming in from the Port of Brownsville into the 
 
         19   Port of Isabel, there's a lot of areas where tourists and 
 
         20   myself -- I hang out, I take my family, I do events and 
 
         21   things like that, and those areas may be closed off to 
 
         22   the local people.   
 
         23                  Another thing is they're saying that this 
 
         24   can be beneficial for developing and jobs and things like 
 
         25   that, but pretty much it's going to be the same base 
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          1   salary of $27,000, $30,000.  And they may be increasing.  
 
          2   You know, they give you numbers like $70,000.  It's a big 
 
          3   company.  But that's if you become a manager, if you get 
 
          4   a higher position.  And it's a pyramid, you know.  Only a 
 
          5   few people can -- can run the vast majority of the 
 
          6   workers.   
 
          7                  So all of these, you know, questions I 
 
          8   have that can't be answered right now is the reason why I 
 
          9   wouldn't feel very happy about these LNGs coming in, you 
 
         10   know.  You're just going to see big rigs coming in and 
 
         11   bringing equipment and things like that, and the 
 
         12   buildings, and I don't know how it's going to affect 
 
         13   everything.   
 
         14                  So right now I'm just worried.  And I'm 
 
         15   not so far against it, but more information would be 
 
         16   needed.  
 
         17   Whereupon, 
 
         18                         TERAN HUGHES 
 
         19   gave his statement: 
 
         20                  My name is Teran Hughes, T-e-r-a-n, first 
 
         21   name; last name Hughes, H-u-g-h-e-s, and my comments are 
 
         22   as a permanent business owner, taxpayer, resident of 
 
         23   Cameron County for the last 15 years. 
 
         24                  I'm 100 percent opposed to all proposed 
 
         25   LNG operations in the Brownsville Port as I fear for my 
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          1   and my Port Isabel, Laguna Vista, Laguna Heights, SPI 
 
          2   neighbors as we will be downwind of the prevailing 
 
          3   southeast winds of these operations.  This is what I've 
 
          4   gathered from doing research on my own via many different 
 
          5   sources. 
 
          6                  I'm also concerned of the negative impacts 
 
          7   these operations will have on our tourist-based economy.  
 
          8   My customers come to South Padre Island because it is 
 
          9   clean and somewhat pristine compared to the beaches in 
 
         10   areas where tourists would go to Corpus beaches or 
 
         11   Houston area beaches.  That is exactly what my customers 
 
         12   have been telling me for the last month since I've been 
 
         13   asking them what their opinion would be of these 
 
         14   operations. 
 
         15                  I also feel it is unfair that such 
 
         16   operators -- LNG operators may be receiving up to 10 
 
         17   years tax-free incentives because, in that way, they will 
 
         18   not be contributing fairly to our local economies as they 
 
         19   harm our environment.   
 
         20                  I also believe that exporting Texas- and  
 
         21   US-based resources will increase our local hours in Texas 
 
         22   or local regional prices on such commodities.   
 
         23                  Our electric and water bills are bound to 
 
         24   increase considerably as our current water supply is not 
 
         25   large enough to support these types of operations, so 
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          1   they will have to upscale that, and that will then be 
 
          2   paid for by taxpayers, i.e., me and my friends and my 
 
          3   neighbors.  That's water and electricity.  They will need 
 
          4   vast amounts of electricity which we cannot produce 
 
          5   already.  So that will require paid subsidies by 
 
          6   taxpayers in the area and in the region. 
 
          7                  Overall, I am, again, opposed to all of 
 
          8   these LNG operations.  I think it's a bad deal for 
 
          9   Cameron County taxpayers and residents.   
 
         10   Whereupon, 
 
         11                        SHELLEY SEMBLER 
 
         12   gave her statement: 
 
         13                  My name is Dr. Shelley Sembler, and it's 
 
         14   spelled S-e-m-b-l-e-r, and I came today specifically to 
 
         15   talk -- to beg, actually, y'all to not okay this 
 
         16   development in my area.  I'm very concerned because on 
 
         17   the Port of Brownsville, which is where this facility is 
 
         18   going to go, on one side is Laguna Heights and on the 
 
         19   other side is Brownsville.   
 
         20                  Laguna Heights is within a few miles of 
 
         21   the site, and Laguna Heights is one of the most populated 
 
         22   centers in our area.  It is an unincorporated area, and 
 
         23   it is not in any of the little towns, but the population 
 
         24   would probably not be documented properly with our census 
 
         25   because the people who live there would be afraid to talk 
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          1   to the census takers.   
 
          2                  And so I am begging you not to come to our 
 
          3   area for that reason, because you will impact very poorly 
 
          4   an area that is -- well, our area is one of the most 
 
          5   beautiful areas of water coastlines in Texas.  We have 
 
          6   three seasons when we have the Carribean water flows up 
 
          7   from the Carribean up into our area, and so our white 
 
          8   sand beaches will have crystal blue water during those 
 
          9   seasons.   
 
         10                  If you allow this sort of facility at the 
 
         11   Port of Brownsville, we will no longer have white sand 
 
         12   beaches.  We will no longer have that beautiful water 
 
         13   that comes up from the Carribean because the flow would 
 
         14   be past your facilities -- these facilities onto the 
 
         15   South Padre Island beaches.   
 
         16                  Our area is growing.  We now have -- even 
 
         17   though I didn't want it, we now have a second bridge that 
 
         18   will be coming onto the north end of South Padre Island 
 
         19   which means that that will be developing.  And the goal 
 
         20   of that is to increase our tourism and to increase our 
 
         21   area as a retirement community.  
 
         22                  If you put in and permit this sort of 
 
         23   waste facility, because that is what would happen -- it 
 
         24   is a depot, but is a place where the waste would be 
 
         25   horrible -- you are going to impact the livelihoods of 
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          1   the communities of people who cannot afford to move, and 
 
          2   therefore, our cancer rates would go up.  And I'm begging 
 
          3   you not to come to our area. 
 
          4                  Thank you very much for listening to my 
 
          5   words.  I do appreciate that.  And thank you for having 
 
          6   this forum where we have a chance to speak to you. 
 
          7                  I also wanted to point out something  
 
          8   which -- I don't understand why these companies want to 
 
          9   come to our area.  We are not a well-educated area.  
 
         10   They're going to need well-educated people, which means 
 
         11   that our local people -- there will not be local people 
 
         12   who will receive these jobs.   
 
         13                  Our property values will be decreased just 
 
         14   like they are in Texas City because -- and my thought is:  
 
         15   If you want -- if they want to develop someplace -- a gas 
 
         16   depot someplace, why not go to the Houston area where 
 
         17   it's already there, and the impact to the environment is 
 
         18   already there, and the port is already there?  
 
         19                  So why do they want to come here and ruin 
 
         20   our beaches and our lives with their facility?  My guess 
 
         21   is that they think they can railroad people.  They think 
 
         22   that they can use their money to buy politicians.  They 
 
         23   think that it would be cheap labor for building the 
 
         24   facility.  And then the jobs are gone, and it's only the 
 
         25   well-educated people who would get their jobs.   
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          1                  And that means there would be more people 
 
          2   coming from other places, which is always wonderful, but 
 
          3   the Rio Grande Valley is known for being family-oriented, 
 
          4   and that would not be increased or helped along with the 
 
          5   loss of our beaches and with the loss of our tourism and 
 
          6   with the loss of our pristine air and with our water 
 
          7   quality.   
 
          8                  And so I'm begging you, please do not 
 
          9   permit these facilities to be built in our area.  And I'm 
 
         10   begging you, please, to listen to us.  
 
         11   Whereupon, 
 
         12                         BARRY BATSELL 
 
         13   gave his statement: 
 
         14                  My name is Barry Batsell.  I'm a third 
 
         15   generation from Brownsville, Texas, Port Isabel,  
 
         16   Laguna Heights.  Spell it B-a-r-r-y, B-a-t-s-e-l-l.   
 
         17                  I'm in favor of all three projects.  I 
 
         18   obviously would like to learn a little bit more about the 
 
         19   pros and cons of it, but in general I'm definitely in 
 
         20   favor of it. 
 
         21                  This part of the world needs the jobs, 
 
         22   needs the incomes, and the environmental impact, from 
 
         23   what everything I've read so far, is not going to be as 
 
         24   adverse as the people outside are saying.  So I'm in 
 
         25   complete favor of all three projects being passed 
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          1   Whereupon, 
 
          2                          THOMAS HILL 
 
          3   gave his statement: 
 
          4                  I'm Thomas Hill, T-h-o-m-a-s, last name   
 
          5   H-i-l-l, and I wanted to come and speak today because I 
 
          6   don't believe this project -- this LNG project in 
 
          7   Brownsville or anywhere else in the Rio Grande Valley is 
 
          8   in the interest of the region and its residents or the 
 
          9   environment.   
 
         10                  I feel like this type of development poses 
 
         11   significant risks to the environment, into the economy, 
 
         12   and the investment in the community of these companies in 
 
         13   proportion to their profits is going to be insignificant.  
 
         14                  Furthermore, when the national energy 
 
         15   policy shifts or profits start to dwindle or supplies of 
 
         16   this gas start to evaporate, you know, who's going to 
 
         17   have to deal with the repercussions of these plants and, 
 
         18   you know, the long-term consequences to the environment 
 
         19   and the economy?  Local residents will have to.  Local 
 
         20   governments will have to.  These companies are just going 
 
         21   to jump ship.   
 
         22                  So I think it's quite short-sighted to 
 
         23   think that this type of development, these LNG plants, 
 
         24   will be beneficial to the economy.  I know that's the 
 
         25   party line that a lot of people are using.  It's just not 
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          1   backed up.  It's not backed up at all.  
 
          2                  And, you know, quite apart from the -- how 
 
          3   unethical it is, you know, that's a whole other story.  
 
          4   But economically it just doesn't make sense.  It will -- 
 
          5   I feel like it will be detrimental to our nation's energy 
 
          6   security, both locally and nationally.   
 
          7   Whereupon, 
 
          8                        DARRELL MANGHAM 
 
          9   gave his statement: 
 
         10                  Darrell, D-a-r-r-e-l-l, last name Mangham, 
 
         11   M-a-n-g-h-a-m, and I'm here to comment on the FERC 
 
         12   permitting process regarding three LNG plants that are 
 
         13   proposed for the Port of Brownsville. 
 
         14                  In general, I am in favor of the 
 
         15   construction of the new LNG plants.  My biggest concern 
 
         16   is the potential impact on commercial and recreational 
 
         17   fishing activities through the Brazos Santiago Pass that 
 
         18   may be impacted as a result of the increased shipping 
 
         19   activity associated with the new LNG activities.  That's 
 
         20   my concern. 
 
         21                  [Whereupon, at 8:00 p.m., the comment 
 
         22                  session concluded.] 
 
         23      
 
         24    
 
         25    
 
 
 


