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MR. FRIEDMAN: Good evening,
ladies and gentlemen. If we could all come
in and take our seats now, that would be
great.

Good evening, ladies and
gentlemen. My name is Paul Friedman. I
work in the environmental branch of the
Office of Energy Projects at the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, we abbreviate
that as FERC, or the Commission, sometimes
called FERC. This is a public scoping
meeting held by the FERC to discuss the
environmental issues related to the proposal
by Iroquois Pipeline Operating Company,
which I will call for short Iroquois for the
rest of the night, to construct and operate
a natural gas pipeline which they call
Brookhaven Lateral in Suffolk County New
York under FERC Docket No. PF05-16.

I am the environmental project
manager for the FERC on this project. My
job is to produce an environmental document
for this project that meets the guidelines

of the National Environmental Policy Act of
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1969 or NEPA. On behalf of the FERC, I
would like to welcome you all here tonight.
I want to say it's personally a pleasure to
be out in Long Island, my father was born
and raised in Brooklyn, it's like coming
back home.

Let the record show that this
meeting began 6:30 p.m. on Thursday, August
10, 2006. This meeting is taking place at
the Islandia Marriott Long Island Hotel,
3635 Express Drive North, Islandia, New York
11749.

You may have noticed that right
here in front of me is Robin, a court
reporter, who is transcribing this meeting.
This is so we can have an accurate record of
tonight's comments. The FERC has a
transcription contract with Ace-Federal
Reporters, Inc., abbreviated as Ace. If you
wish to obtain a copy of this transcript
prior to its placement in our public files,
you must make arrangements directly with
Ace. They sell copies at $9.70 a page for

same day service, 3.18 a page for overnight,
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$3.08 a page for next day, 2.02 a page
within five days of this meeting. The
transcript will be available to the public
at the FERC's public reference room in
Washington, D.C. at 25 cents a page ten days
after its receipt.

My goals tonight are as follows:
First I would like to take this opportunity
to introduce myself and the FERC
environmental project team including our
third party contractor. Second, I would
like to try to explain the role of the FERC
in its review of this project. Third, I
will summarize what I currently know about
the proposal that Iroquois has made before
the FERC. Fourth, a representative of the
U.S. Department of Transportation or DOT
will explain its program for ensuring
pipeline safety. And, lastly, I will give
you, the public, an opportunity to comment
on the project and identify environmental
concerns you might have.

I ask that you reserve all

comments until after the FERC and the DOT
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have made our presentations.

Next slide.

What is the FERC? The FERC was
originally created in 1920 as the Federal
Power Commission to regulate hydropower and
electricity. In 1977, Jimmy Carter changed
our name to the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission and we became an independent
agency with the U.S. Department of Energy.
Our agency is directed by five Commissioners
who are appointed by the President of the
United States and approved by the U.S.
Congress. The natural Gas Act or NGA of
1938 gave the Commission the authority to
regulate the interstate transportation of
natural gas. The FERC staff are civil
servants, people like myself. We do not
make decisions. The Commissioners, the five
people that head the Commission, they are
the decisionmakers. However, FERC staff
does make recommendations to the
commissioners.

Next slide, please.

Let me introduce at this time
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the people from my project team who have
joined me here tonight. In the front row we
have Ji-Sun Yi who is a staff geologist at
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
she will be part of our project team in the
analysis, the proposal and the production of
an environmental assessment or EA. The FERC
will use a team of interdisciplinary
specialists to review data including
biologists, soil scientists, geologists and
archaeologists. We further expand our
expertise by using third party environmental
contractors. Our third party contractor to
this project is a company called
Environmental Resources Management or ERM.
Tonight we have from ERM, we have Ann
McMenemy who is out in the front desk today
along with Jim Teitt and in the front row
doing the slide show because I am
incompetent and can't work that machine is
Kellie Doherty.

We consider ERM to be an
extension of the FERC staff. I see that

there are people in the back. I'm going to
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ask you to come on up and take a seat,
there's lots of seats up in the front, we
don't want to have a fire hazard or
anything, and it's much more comfortable
probably to sit in a seat.

Next slide, please.

While the FERC is the lead
federal agency for this project, we are not
the only agency which must approve the
proposal or issue a license or a permit for
its operation. For example, the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers or COE would issue a
permit under the Clean Water Act if any
wetlands or waterbodies would be crossed by
the pipeline. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service or FWS would be consulted with
regards to potential impacts on federally
listed threatened or endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act.

Next slide, please.

The New York Department of
Transportation or New York DOT and the New
York Parks Department will be consulted for

the crossings of Sunken Meadow Parkway and
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Northern Parkway and the Long Island
Expressway or LIE better known as I-495.

We've invited the Corps of
Engineers, Fish and Wildlife Service and the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency or EPA
to be cooperating agencies in the production
of the EA.

The FWS and EPA have accepted
our invitation and they will be part of our
project team and be able to review a
nonpublic administrative draft of the EA and
be able to edit and write text.

I would like to point out that
the FERC is not a project proponent nor are
we an advocate for this project nor are any
of the other agencies that are involved.

The location of the pipeline is proposed by
Iroquois. The FERC and the other
governmental agencies will independently
review that proposal.

Next slide, please.

I would now like to summarize
what I know about Iroquois's proposal.

Next slide.
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The Caithness Energy Center or
Caithness Project would be a newly proposed
combined site for natural gas and oil-fired
electric generation plant planned for
Brookhaven. This plant would sell
electricity through the Long Island Power
Authority or LIPA. LIPA is negotiating a
contract with Iroquois to supply natural gas
to the Caithness Plant.

The Caithness Project does not
come under the jurisdiction of the FERC. It
will have its own separate environmental
review under State and local regulations.

The FERC only reviews projects
proposed by jurisdictional interstate
natural gas companies such as Iroquois.

Next slide, please.

Iroquois's existing system
constructed in the early '90s receives
natural gas from Canada and transports it
through Connecticut and New York. Iroquois'
system ends at the existing South Commack
meter station in Smithtown. In Docket No.

PF05-16, Irogquois proposes to extend its
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system by building a 21 mile long, 24 inch
diameter lateral from the South Commack
meter station to proposed location of the
Caithness power plant in Brookhaven, all
within Suffolk County, New York. This would
be an underground welded steel high
pressured natural gas pipeline with the
capacity to transport about 80,000
dekatherms per day at a maximal allowable
operating pressure of 1,440 pounds per
square inch.

Next slide, please.

The pipeline will follow the
existing LIPA power line east from the South
Commack meter station using a horizontal
directional drill, or HDD, under the Sunken
Meadow Parkway, and a bore under the
Northern Parkway. On the east side of the
northern parkway, the lateral would deviate
from the LIPA power line, at about milepost
or MP 1.5, and follow Parkway Drive South
and New Highway for almost two miles until
rejoining the LIPA power line corridor. The

lateral would then continue east along the
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LIPA power line to the Holbrook electrical
station at about milepost 13.

Next slide.

This is an example of a
right-of-way construction within the LIPA
power line corridor.

The lateral would then go under
the LIE with an HDD from the north to the
south side and then generally continue
parallel to Long Island Avenue and the Long
Island Railroad to the Caithness plant.

No compression is proposed for
this project. However, above ground
facilities include a meter station and
interconnection at Caithness, a pig launcher
at South Commack meter station and a pig
receiver at Caithness and six main line
valves located along the pipeline route.

Next slide, please.

Construction activities can be
summarized and this graphic does it as
follows: Clearing and grading, trenching,
pipe stringing, welding, lowering in,

backfilling, clean-up and restoration.
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The next series of slides will
show that graphically. Go ahead, Kellie.

All right? That's a
truckloading pipe. That is constructing in
a place where there's concrete, so an urban
setting.

Next.

That's digging the trench again
in an urban setting.

That's trenching in a more open
environment.

Next.

Pipe stringing.

Next.

You do minor bends with a
bending machine, really big bends have to be
precast in the plant.

Next.

They are lining it up and
putting it on skids.

Next.

They are coating the joints.

Next.

Lowering in.

12
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There's another lowering in.

And they're lining it up here.
Okay. Next.

They're welding it there.

And this is where they're
restoring the trench, backfilling it.

And that's backfilling and
restoring it in an open environment.

I would now like to talk about
the FERC review process.

Next slide.

Next slide after that.

Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act
covers the interstate transportation of
natural gas. Section 7 (H) of the NGA
conveys the power of eminent domain to the
pipeline company, some private and State
lands. We urge Iroquois to enter into good
faith negotiations with all landowners to
obtain easement agreements. However, if an
agreement between the pipeline company and a
landowner is not forthcoming and the FERC
authorizes the project through an issuance

of a certificate of community necessity to
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Iroquois, a local court will determine the
final settlement for the easement in a
condemnation proceeding.

Next slide.

Iroquois volunteered to use the
first pre-filing environmental review
process for its proposal. Prior to filing
an official formal application, the
Commission issued a rule making outlining
our pre-filing procedures on October 7, 2005
in Docket No. RM05-31 or Order No. 665.

The goals of the FERC's
pre-filing environmental review process is
to identify and notify stakeholders and
allow for the early identification and
resolution of environmental issues.

Next slide.

On August 29, 2005, Irogquois
requested the use of the FERC's pre-filing
review for its Brookhaven lateral project
and we accepted that request on September 7,
2005. On September 13, 2005, the FERC
issued a formal notice of pre-filing review

for this project. That notice was issued in

14
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the Federal Register, issued by the FERC and
sent out in the mail to federal, state and
local governmental agencies, elected
officials, regional environmental and
citizen groups, Native Americans and local
libraries and newspapers.

On November 4, 2005, Iroguois
filed its initial first draft environmental
resource reports. The originally proposed
pipeline would basically follow the North
Service Road for the LIE. However, agencies
such as the New York Department of
Transportation objected to that route
because it would be within the access
control line for a federally funded highway
right-of-way.

On December 5, 2005, the FERC
issued a review of the initial draft
resource reports and asked for additional
data on route alternatives.

On April 5, 2006, Iroquois
indicated that it would move the proposed
pipeline route to follow the LIPA power line

corridor. They filed a response to our

15
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request on May 6, 2006 indicating that
additional information about the new route
would be forthcoming in revised resource
reports.

In light of the more complex
issues associated with the new route, the
FERC in a letter to Iroquois dated May 6,
2006 requested the use of a third party
environmental contractor to assist them in
the preparation of an EA.

Based on bids we received, the
FERC selected ERM as a third party
contractor for this project on June 28,
2006.

Iroquois filed revised draft
environmental resource reports, 1, which is
plotting description, 9, which is noise and
air quality, I believe, and 10, which is
alternatives, on June 15, 2006, providing us
with data about the new pipeline agreement.

On July 21, 2006, the FERC
issued our Notice of Intent to prepare an EA
the proposed Brookhaven Lateral and the

notice of this public scoping meeting,

16
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called an NOI.

In addition, Iroquois noticed
landowners along the route about the project
and held open houses to explain the project
to the public. We had one of those open
houses prior to this meeting right here in
this hotel from 4 to 6 p.m. Those open
houses before that included meetings at the
Suffolk County Community College in
Brentwood on November 9, 2005, in Commack on
November 14, 2005, at the Medford Fire
Station on November 16, 2005, at the
Sheraton in -- on May 23, 2006, at the
Sheraton again on June 13, 2006. I attended
two of the open houses, at the Suffolk
County Community College on November 9, 2005
and at the Sheraton on May 23, 2006. During
those trips I also conducted a site visit to
view the proposed pipeline routes and
alternatives. I was joined during these
site visits by representatives of the New
York DOT, New York Parks Department, Suffolk
County and the Town of Huntington.

Next slide.
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The issuance of the NOI is the
FERC's official way of notifying
stakeholders and requesting comments on
environmental issues. Anyone may comment by
August 25, 2006. While that date is the end
of the initial scoping period, in fact we
will consider any comments we receive
throughout the pre-filing review period.

So this is where we are right
now in the pre-filing process. We are in
the middle of scoping. Iroquois will have
to respond to the scoping comments and
produce a revised set of environmental
resource reports.

Next slide.

Our regulations at 18 CFR 380.12
provides the outline for what we expect to
see in an application in the environmental
reports that have to be filed. ©Now, this
being pre-filing, what we do is we mirror a
draft form, what we want to see in an
application, so Iroquois is obligated to try
and provide those data in draft that we

would require in an application.

18
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Next slide, please.

These are the 13 reports. The
one report -- the 13 -- report number 13 we
don't require because it has to do with L&G,
there is no L&G with this project, and
number 12, PCB contamination, we don't
require that if it's a new pipeline, we only
require that for work on existing pipelines
that might have been contaminated.

The FERC and ERM will review
those revised resource reports and we will
issue a data request to fill in the gaps.
Once we are convinced that the data are
complete, Iroquois could come in with a
formal application.

Next slide, please.

All filings for this project can
be found under the e-library link on the
FERC's website page at www.ferc.gov, using
Docket No. PF05-16. Anyone may comment on
Iroquois's draft environmental resource
reports. If you comment in a timely manner
after those reports are filed, we may be

able to address your comments in our data

19
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request.

You may comment in writing by
sending a letter to the Secretary of the
Commission at 888 First Street Northeast
Washington DC 20426.

The Commission urges the

electronic filing comments through the

e-filing link on our website. You will also

have the opportunity to comment orally at
this public scoping session and the
transcript that is taken tonight will be
placed in the public record.

Next slide, please.

You will be notified via e-mail
of all future filings in this proceeding,
you need to sign up for the e-subscription
service through our website page.

In addition, Iroquois has
established a web page for this project,
which contains useful information about its
proposal.

Again, we have people standing
in the back. I would like to urge you to

come sit in whatever vacant seats there are

20
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in the front, so that you will be more
comfortable and so that there is not a fire
hazard issue.

Thank you.

You may not request to be an
intervener during the pre-filing review
process. Interventions are not accepted
until after a formal application has been
filed. However, you do not need intervener
status to comment on environmental issues.

Next line, please.

After an official application is
filed, the FERC will issue a Notice of
Application. At that time, the Docket No.
will change from a PF to a CP number and you
will have to reregister with e-subscription
under the new docket number to continue to
receive notices of filings.

Also, in response to our Notice
of Application, at that time you may file
for intervener status. Being an intervener
is a legal position. That allows you to
request re-hearing of a Commission decision.

After an application is filed,
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the FERC ex-parte rules would apply and
there would be no off the record discussions
between the FERC staff and the interested
parties regarding the merits of this case.
All correspondence after an application is
filed must be written and on the record.

Next slide, please.

Based on the application, our
environmental team including our third party
contractor, ERM, and the cooperating
agencies will begin to produce an EA in
accordance with the regulations of the
Council of Environmental Quality at Title 40
Code of Federal Regulations Parts 1500,
etc., to satisfy the requirements of NEPA.
That environmental document will offer an
independent analysis of the potential
environmental impacts of Iroquois's proposal
and its alternatives. Generally the EA will
discuss the current environment, outline
potential project-related impacts on
specific resources and present proposed
mitigation measures. In the EA, we will be

assessing the project's effects on among

22
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other things waterbodies and wetlands,
vegetation and wildlife, endangered species,
cultural resources, soils, land use, air
quality, noise and safety. The EA will be
sent out to all the interested parties on
our mailing list.

Next slide, please.

The public would have 30 days to
comment on the EA. We would address
comments on the EA in the staff
recommendations to the Commission.

Next slide, please.

The EA will not be a final
decision document. The EA will be produced
to advise the Commission and to disclose to
the public the environmental impacts of
constructing and operating the project. Our
environmental analysis will be combined with
other staff's materials pertaining to
nonenvironmental issues such as markets and
rates. The total package will then be
presented to the Commissioners so that they
will be able to make an informed decision

about the project.
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Only after this entire process
is complete and the Commission is able to
consider both the environmental and
nonenvironmental impacts and economic
impacts of the project will the
Commissioners make a final decision. That
final decision would be issued as an order.
The Commission has the option of accepting
the proposal in all or in part, approving
the proposal subject to conditions or
denying the application.

Next slide.

If the Commission decides to
approve the proposal, FERC's environmental
staff and our contractors will monitor the
project throughout construction and
restoration performing on-site inspections
for compliance with the environmental
conditions of the order.

At this time I would like to
invite Blaine Keener who is sitting here
next to me of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Office of Pipeline Safety to

talk about what his agency does to inspect

24
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the pipeline during and after construction
to make certain it is built in a safe
manner.

MR. KEENER: Good evening. My
name is Blaine Keener. I'm a transportation
specialist with the Office of Pipeline
Safety, which is a branch of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Pipeline and
Hazardous Material Safety Administration. I
would like to thank FERC for inviting me to
this scoping session.

Given the concerns of the public
with respect to pipeline safety, my purpose
at this meeting is to assure you that if
Iroquois receives permission from FERC to
construct this pipeline, the Office of
Pipeline Safety through its agreement with
the New York Public Service Commission will
maintain regulatory oversight of the
pipeline from its construction to its
testing and for the entire operational life
of the pipeline.

This regulatory oversight would

include inspections by the New York Public
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Service Commission to ensure that the
pipeline is constructed of suitable
materials, that it is welded in accordance
with industry standards, that the welders
themselves are qualified, that the pipeline
is installed to the proper depth, that it's

protected from external corrosion, that the

backfill is suitable and that it is properly

pressure tested upon completion.
Beyond the construction process,

the New York Public Service Commission

conducts inspections covering all aspects of

the operations and maintenance of the
pipeline. The operator must establish
comprehensive written procedures describing
the types and frequencies of monitoring to
ensure the continued safe operation of the
pipeline.

The monitoring that an operator
must perform includes the adequacy of
external corrosion prevention systems, the
operability of pipeline valves and pressure
control equipment, service patrols of the

right-of-way and leak detection surveys.

26
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Beyond the routine monitoring
that have for decades been the baseline for
operations or maintenance, pipeline safety
regulations now require operators of
transmission pipelines to implement
integrity management programs. Gas
transmission pipeline integrity management
pipelines require periodic assessments of
transmission pipelines in highly populated
areas. These assessments provide a
comprehensive of the pipeline condition
through the use of in-line inspections or
ILT.

During Paul's talk, he mentioned
pig launchers and pig receivers. Those are
commonly called smart pigs, which are the
devices that during an in-line inspection
are sent into the pipeline and sometimes
make a squealing noise, hence the name smart
pigs.

During the in-line inspection,
sensors and computers are sent through the
pipeline to measure the ovality and wall

thickness of the pipe.
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By analyzing the data collected
during in-line inspections, operators can
locate and repair areas of the pipeline that
may have been dented or damaged after
initial construction.

Integrity management programs
require operators to detect and correct
damage to their pipeline in highly populated
areas before the damage results in a leak.

In addition to the physical
pipeline itself, our regulations mandate
that operator personnel who perform
maintenance or emergency response functions
be qualified in the performance of those
duties.

The aim of this initiative is to
minimize operator error as the cause of any
pipeline failure. Operators must develop a
written plan to qualify every individual
performing a task that could affect the
safety of the pipeline.

Operators develop training and
testing programs for employees and

contractors to operate and maintain the
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pipeline.

Another initiative relevant to
this meeting is pipeline operator public
awareness programs. The goal of these
programs is to improve awareness of
pipelines throughout the nation. Operators
must communicate pipeline safety information
to the public along the right-of-way,
emergency responders, local public officials
and excavators. A key message in these
public awareness messages emphasizes the
importance of notifying phone call systems
prior to conducting excavations. These
notifications allow all utility owners
including pipeline operators to mark the
location of their facilities and monitor the
excavation to ensure their facilities are
not damaged.

Another key message for the
stakeholder audiences includes how to
recognize a pipeline emergency, how to
respond appropriately and how to report the
potential emergency to ensure rapid response

by both the pipeline operator and community
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emergency responders.

The testing and programs I've
described provide a brief overview of the
steps taken by the New York Public Service
Commission and the Office of Pipeline Safety
to ensure the safe transportation of natural
gas, not only on Long Island, but across the
country. If inspections by the New York
Public Service Commission determine that
procedures are not adequate or that an
operator is not following its own
procedures, the Office of Pipeline Safety is
authorized to seek punitive action in the
form of remedial actions, civil penalties
and even criminal action.

The authority is granted by
Congress and OPS is responsible to Congress
for the execution of its mandates.

I hope this overview has been
informative. Safety is a primary mission of
the Office of Pipeline Safety and we want to
assure the public that its interests are not
ignored.

If there are any questions, I

30
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will be around for a short while at the
conclusion of tonight's meeting.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you,
Blaine.

Before we take public comments,
I would like us to take a five-minute break,
and during that five-minute break, if you
have not signed our speakers' list but would
like to speak tonight, we will give you an
opportunity to go to the front desk, it's
manned by Ann from ERM, so you can still
sign the speakers' list. Also if previously
you didn't sign the environmental mailing
list and you want to do that, this gives you
that opportunity. When you come back in the
room, I ask that everyone find a seat, I
think we have enough chairs for everybody,
and for the issue of having a fire hazard, I
don't want anyone standing in the aisles or
in the back. All right? So let's take a
five-minute break and when you come back
we'll have comments.

Thanks.

(Whereupon, a brief recess was
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taken.)

MR. FRIEDMAN: All right,
ladies and gentlemen, we are about to start
with the most important part of the meeting,
which is where you, the public, tell us what
your concerns were. So at this time I need
everyone to take a seat. 1It's really
important that you find a chair and not
stand up in the aisles or in the back. I've
gone to these public meetings where the fire
marshal has yelled at me afterwards and I
don't want that to occur tonight. So if we
can all find a seat, that will be greatly
appreciated for your own safety.

All right. If everyone would
sit down, I would like to start the most
important part of the meeting. Now is the
time for public comments.

Let me emphasize that this
meeting is not a hearing on the merits of
the proposal. Other Commission staff will
consider the economic need for this project
and the rates to be charged for service. As

I said earlier, the purpose of tonight's
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meeting is to give you, the public, an
opportunity to comment on the type of
environmental issues that you would like to
see the FERC cover in our EA. I will call
up speakers in the order in which they are
signed up. I ask that each speaker come up
to the microphone over there on my right, to
that podium one at a time when I call your
name, clearly state your name and spell it
for the court reporter for the record,
identify any organization you may be
representing. If you are a land owner along
the pipeline route, please indicate where
your property is located according to
milepost or according to major street
intersections if you don't know the
milepost.

To allow adequate time for every
one to speak tonight who wants to, each
speaker will be limited to no more than five
minutes as a matter of fairness. I will
strictly enforce the five-minute rule. I'm
a runner and I have a little stopwatch on my

wrist.
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The goal tonight should be for
you to summarize briefly what your concerns
are. If you would like, you may present
detailed comments in writing to the
Commission.

Tonight the first speaker I have
is Michael White.

MR. WHITE: Good evening. My
name is Michael Edward White, I'm an
attorney with the firm of Jaspan
Schlessinger Hoffman in Garden City. We
represent East End Property Company Number 1
who is the owner of the complex called
Atlantic Point which is a 117 acre complex
in Bellport with 795 rental units. East End
is among other litigants who are opposing
the Caithness power plant based on its
failure and LIPA's failure and Caithness's
failure to do a proper environmental review.
We have already submitted a letter in these
proceedings and submitted additional
documents and we plan to make further
written comment.

My basic gquestion to FERC is why



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

35

are we even here tonight? The documents
that FERC has produced, the documents that
Iroquois has mailed to these people, clearly
state the purpose of this project is to fuel
the Caithness power plant, but LIPA,
Caithness and even Iroquois deny that that
is the fact. 1In fact, they have gone out of
their way in court documents including sworn
affidavits to say they have not made a
decision about fueling the Caithness power
plant with this pipeline.

So I would submit to you why are
we even proceeding with scoping and is
scoping even possible if we don't know that
there's a purpose and a need for this
project? They have gone out of their way to
deny that Caithness has and LIPA has
selected this pipeline, including just a
couple of weeks ago Mr. Ed Grilli, the chief
of staff of LIPA, announced at a public
meeting that in fact this Iroquois pipeline
would be the worst case for fueling
Caithness. 1In fact, they would use this as

leverage for a better deal to purchase gas
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from the existing KeySpan pipeline that
presently goes through Long Island.

I have a sworn affidavit from a
Mr. James Peterson who is an employee of
LIPA, he is in fact the director of power
markets and contracts for LIPA, who is
familiar with LIPA's participation in the
wholesale/retail electricity markets and
LIPA's important role in the fuel supply for
Long Island power plants. He states very
specifically that LIPA has not made a
commitment to this Iroquois pipeline.

Now, if you believe and you want
to continue this charade that there is fuel
from Iroquois going to be fueling Caithness,
I would ask you respectfully to heed the
comments of the New York State Department of
Transportation in their letters of December
2005 and January 2006 where they
specifically state that what needs to happen
here is a review of the strategic need not
only for Caithness but for this Brookhaven
lateral. Why was the Brookhaven lateral

chosen over other alternatives such as the
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existing KeySpan pipeline or the potential
Islander Heat pipeline. 1In fact, this
indicates a very specific defect in at least
one of the resource reports that's on file
with the Commission and that's the
alternative. It states in there that the
KeySpan pipeline is not a feasible
alternative to fuel Caithness. Well, who
could that be if the chief of staff of LIPA
says in fact that's what they're trying to
do? So I would say to you that that is at
least one of the resources -- reports that
needs to be corrected.

The other communications from
the DOT clearly talk about a full
description being required even in this
process of LIPA's selection of Iroquois over
these other alternatives including a
complete cost analysis and an analysis of
compliance with competitive bid
requirements.

I will be submitting further
comments. I would ask you to also consider

that if it's not for the Caithness power
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plant, as LIPA, Caithness and Iroquois has
indicated, could it be that this is just a
distribution system for the Broadwater
liguid natural gas barge that's going to
connect to the Iroquois pipeline in Long
Island Sound and that is how this gas from
broad water is going to get to Long Island?
FERC has to consider that because you
presently have an application by Broadwater
pending and that application is no longer
pre-application, that's an application
that's pending. I ask you to adjourn these
proceedings, to hold off the review until
you know that in fact there is a purpose or
a need for this project.

Thank you very much.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for
your comments.

Next, Carolyn Miller.

MS. MILLER: Hi. My name is

Carolyn Miller and I live in Commack and I'm

co-chair of the Tulipwood neighborhood. We
have been involved in these proceedings for

a while, for a year, and I just have to put
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in more -- more information and more input.

I understand fully the need for
alternative energy and that we should
support different ways of powering Long
Island. However, safety is priceless.
Unless it is 100 percent safe, all routes
going behind or near a school should not be
considered.

We had an explosion, there was
an explosion in New Mexico not too long ago
where a crater 20 feet deep, 40 feet by 60
feet wide and killed people, that happened.
All it takes is a scratch when they're
putting the pipe in, it could corrode, all

it takes is for some kind of mechanical

failure on the part of the pipe and you have

an explosion. So you put it behind a
school -- my school -- the two schools that
are on alternative route 1, we have a K-2
and a 3, 4 and 5, each grade has about
approximately 500 children. During lunch
break and during play time, they are
outside. TIf there was a catastrophe, if

there was a break in this pipeline, you
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would wipe out a whole entire grade, which
would be catastrophic and something my whole
community could never, ever recover from.

My generation, my children's generation, my
20-year-old, her generation would never
recover from this.

I also hear that there is
another school on a route, the Hauppauge
School District. I cannot be a hypocrite
and stand here and say not by my school and
forget the rest of the route. It is behind
their school, too. I also would like FERC
to take a look at that. Maybe you can go
around the school, through some other way.
There has to be another way because
safety -- your children should feel safe in
a school. If there was some kind of a
corrosive part that had to be fixed and the
children see digging behind there, if there
was a call-in for a scare that the pipeline
or if there is a little leak, you're going
to have children who are nervous to go to
their own school because of a pipeline blow,

and because of talk in the community,
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children do hear, they have ears.

We also have a historical site
behind Saw Mill there, right next to the
schools, which should not be disturbed. The
County has called that a historical site, so
that's a concern of mine also. So unless
you can stand here and tell me 100 percent,
which you can't and I've been told by
Iroquois themselves you cannot be 100
percent certain that there will not be any
mishap by my school or any other school, it
should be removed, no matter the cost, no
matter the time. If you have to move it
back to the LIE and it holds it back for two
to three years, so be it. Do it right the
first time, do it safely the first time, do
it correctly the first time, and the
community would be in support of this, but
not when you're going to endanger children
and schools and a community.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for
your comments.

Also if I call your name and
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mispronounce it, please correct me. So
here's one I'm probably going to
mispronounce. Patricia Biancaniello. You
will have to please correct me and then
spell it for the court reporter.

MS. BIANCANIELLO: Good
evening. I'm Patricia Biancaniello,
B-I-A-N-C-A-N-I-E-L-L-O, I'm with the Town
of Smithtown, Councilwoman for the Town of
Smithtown.

Tonight we also have our

planning director, Frank DeRubeis, so I will

make my time brief up here and turn it over
to Mr. DeRubeis. The Town of Smithtown, as
I said, I represent myself as well as
Supervisor Patrick Vecchio in saying that
the Town of Smithtown is opposed to the

siting of this pipeline on the proposed

site. The Town of Smithtown i1s committed to

new technologies, it is committed, it
understands the need for weaning our
dependence on foreign oil. However, this
proposed pipeline places an unnecessary

burden on the residents of our Town and is
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unacceptable as is the alternative proposed
line. The site that we are looking at, that
you are looking at, currently will be going
through residential areas, causing problems
with the environment as well as going
through two recharge basins. Unacceptable.
As well as the high groundwater tables in
the Hauppauge area. I cannot tell you how
strongly we are in opposition to this, but I
will tell you that we are urging you to go
forward with the planning for your original
plan along the Long Island Expressway and
hopefully you will work through that
proposal and not even be considered the site
that you're presenting this evening. And
now Mr. DeRubeis.

MR. DeRUBEIS: My name is Frank
DeRubeis, that's spelled D-E capital R-U-B-E
as in Edward I-S. I am from the Town of
Smithtown Planning Department, I am the
planning director.

Just to reiterate, being more
specific about Smithtown's objections, we

are concerned with the route that is being
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proposed, both the first route, the primary
route, as well as the alternate route which
goes north of the Commack schools. The
original route which was presented to the
Town of Smithtown which we supported was

that route which went down Sunken Meadow to

the Long Island Expressway. We felt that by

situating a large pipeline not through
residential areas, but along major arterial
roadways, seemed to be the most appropriate
locations for this particular pipeline.

What is now occurring is that

these are using rights-of-way that are going

between homes that are being used in part
for the transmission of electrical lines as
well as other rights-of-way which have not
been developed. These will cause problems
for the Town of Smithtown. As Councilwoman
Biancaniello pointed out, this will cross
over two recharge basins within the Town of
Smithtown. We will need the Town's
permission and the Highway Superintendent's
permission to go through these areas. One

of those which is located on 0ld Willets
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Path is part of the Hauppauge Springs area
and those familiar with that area know that
there is a significant high groundwater area
and that alteration of this particular
recharge basin will be problematic.

In addition to that, we have
pointed out repeatedly that this will be
going not only through residential areas,
but in the area immediately south of Autum
Drive, will be eliminating an established
buffer between residents and one of the New
England's (sic) largest industrial parks
which is the Hauppauge Industrial Park,
obviously lowering the quality of life for
those residents who are in there will now be
visible.

Finally, what we are concerned
with is the unnecessary locating of a major
facility through residential areas when a
suitable alternative exists, locating them
through what is now public rights-of-way
which are far enough away from the
residents, will not post the same stress on

individual residential families and this we
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think affects both quality of life as well
as the well-being of these particular areas,
and for these reasons the Town of Smithtown
supports the construction of a new power
plant, but, however, we do request that the
pipeline be relocated back to the original
location which is down sunken and across the
Long Island Expressway.

Thank you very much.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for
your comments. Next, Pat Lesser.

MS. LESSER: Good evening. My
name is Pat Lesser, that's spelled
L-E-S-S-E-R. I'm a Hauppauge School
District Board of Education president and
I'm here this evening on behalf of the Board
to present our concerns as well as our
opposition to one of the pipeline routings
proposed by the Iroquois Pipeline Operating
Company and LIPA.

Let me begin by stating that
until very recently the Hauppauge Board of
Education had not received any notification

that such a plan was under consideration.
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Our first form of notification came through
Legislator John Kennedy's Office, not from
Iroquois, not from LIPA and not from FERC.
During a very recent meeting with
representatives from Iroquois and LIPA, the
District was informed that a proposed route
for an additional pipeline would travel
within 500 feet of one of our District's
elementary schools. Bretton Woods is the
name of that school. It serves 730 students
and 100 staff members. The Hauppauge Board
of Education is unanimous in its commitment
to provide a safe and secure learning
environment for our students and our staff.
The property under consideration behind
Bretton Woods Elementary School is the
active part of the every day life of the
school's activities. After analyzing the
information provided by both Iroquois and
LIPA and considering their responses to the
Board's questions, we believe that this
proposed route would seriously compromise
the safety of our children and our staff and

significantly disrupt the school's learning
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environment, negatively impacting the
school's current emergency procedures,
disrupt student transportation and
jeopardize the safety of students who walk
through that LIPA right-of-way every day to
get from their homes to school.

The installation of the proposed
pipeline would also create a permanent
concern regarding rupture or leakage that
would propose -- excuse me -- that would
pose a significant health and safety risk to
our students and staff.

Representatives from both
Iroquois and LIPA have expressed a
willingness to work with the Hauppauge
School District to address these concerns.
However, if the manner in which both
companies have worked together to inform the
School District and the community that their
proposed plan is any indication of how they
plan to work with the School District in the
future, then the Board of Education has even
greater reservations regarding the manner in

which this proposal and our concerns will be



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

addressed.

After studying all three
proposed routing options, it is our firm
opinion that the risks outweigh the
benefits. Therefore, on behalf of the
Board, I'm publicly stating that the
Hauppauge Board of Education is opposed to
the installation of this proposed pipeline
within such close proximity to Bretton Woods
elementary school. The Board of Education
formally requests the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission extend the scoping
period beyond August 25 to allow for
additional time to review the overall issue
as it relates to the Hauppauge School
District. The Board further requests that
FERC aggressively investigate the DOT LIE
option for running a pipeline parallel to
the Long Island Expressway where the impact
would be far less significant to our
children.

In closing, please consider my
voice as the voice of the children of

Bretton Woods. They cannot be here to
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advocate for themselves. I'm going to ask
you to keep the place where they learn and
play and spend the better part of their day
as safe and secure as today. The children
and staff in Bretton Woods deserve the same
consideration that seem to have been given
to the children of other communities, to
route the pipeline away from their school.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Next is Darrin Pfaff.

SPEAKER: He just left.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Okay.

Christopher Beck.

MR. BECK: My name is
Christopher Beck, I live on 109 Autumn, I'm
adjacent to the New Highway. They've said
that they're running this gas pipe and
they're going to take down 60 foot trees and
they said they did an environmental study
and I asked them at the first meeting what
that entailed and they said there wasn't
much behind the house and I told them that I
begged to differ because we find, being

residents there, from the regular raccoons
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and possums down to three different style
bats and maybe 14, 15 different birds, I got
a red fox that lives back there. The buffer
that's there is the only thing between us
and the industrial park and to put a 40 --
24 inch pipe behind the house and remove all
that, there will be nothing there to protect
us from the industrial park.

That's just one aspect.

The other aspect is is that on
any given weekend in my back yard, I can
have 10 to 30 kids and if there was God
forbid a rupture, as they call it, I call it
an explosion, I don't think there would be
anything left of my house. As I worked my
way down the New Highway development, it
just seemed to get worse, the houses got
closer to New Highway, the people that have
been in the neighborhood more than ten
years -- I've been there ten years -- so
they've been in there 30 and these people
are going to come through and they're going
to rip out these woods, and like an older

fella down the block, he's probably around
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75 and he's been there 40 years and he's
been building berms so the water doesn't go
into his basement, all his stuff will be
ripped out and he's going to have flooding
problems. None of this is taken into
consideration.

So I go to the next meeting and
they say it's going through the back of the
school where my son goes to school and they
tell me that it's going to be 500 feet away
and they had an implosion or something at
another pipe and 600 feet away six people

get killed. Now, when these kids get

evacuated and they go out, and what are they

going to stand on? 24-inch gas pipe. It
just doesn't seem right. Every time I turn
around, it just gets worse. Then they tell
me that the blow-off valve is going to be a
mile west of the school, and that puts it
right where my son from middle school plays

football for the HYO in the wetlands.

Everything about this project coming through

this section is wrong. They come down New

Highway and then they go -- they said
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they're going to protect around the
historical site, the water, the tree mill
and then it comes down and hits Hoyt Farm.
Instead of going past Hoyt Farm, they run
it, I saw it on a map, they ran it around
Hoyt Farm, so not only do you have the pipe
instead of in front of it, you have
entrapped it on three sides, you have made
this a death trap for all our children that
are playing. So not only do have I have it
in the back yard, but I got it when the kids
are in school and when the kids come out of
school they are surrounded down the road
from the park. It doesn't matter where they
go. This route is just not acceptable. I
can't understand why they don't run it
straight down the expressway, it's much
easier, you saw the digging that they were
going to do, it's going to be very wide,
they're going to lose everything through
that -- all that naturalness is going to be
gone. What are they going to do? They said
they're going to put up a four foot bush at

the end of where they dug out. It doesn't
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do nothing to the 60 foot trees. I mean, we
live on a hill, and down there is where all
the nature was. The snakes are gone, the
squirrels are gone. There's no habitat
left. Okay? I just don't see them running
this through on my route to being feasible
in any aspect for schools, for
environmental, they're going to go through a
wetland, where people's real estate, not
just my own, the whole neighborhood on Autum
Drive, that whole neighborhood, let's just
say you were a $400,000 house and you go to
sell your house and you're going to look out
the back window now at an industrial park,
you're not going to get half of that, and I
just can't physically see -- I know that
Long Island needs more power, but to run
this gas pipe right down through the heart
of all this residential, through a
marshland, past the school, it's just
absolutely bizarre. They have to -- I even
asked at the first meeting, I said how come
you can't go from the service station down

the Northern State up to Vets if you didn't

54



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

want to go down Northern State, and they
said, well, we can't do that because it's a
federal -- a state -- state property, but
you're going through state property anyway.
You're cutting through the H. Lee Dennison
Building. So I just urge everybody to go
out and talk and urge you to find a better
route, there has to be a better way. The
environmental impact will and everybody, the
safety is just -- that route is just not
acceptable.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for

your comments.

MR. BECK: Thank you.
MR. FRIEDMAN: John Kennedy.
MR. KENNEDY: Good evening. My

name is John M. Kennedy, Jr., that's
K-E-N-N-E-D-Y. I am the legislator for the
12th Legislative District of the County of
Suffolk and I'd like to read my comments
into the record today.

I write today to express my
concern and to state my objections on behalf

of the almost 70,000 resident constituents
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of Suffolk County Legislative District 12 to
the proposed pathway of the Iroquois
Pipeline Operating Company's planned
Brookhaven lateral natural gas pipeline.

The preferred route as presented in recent
informational meetings and the literature
now circulated by the applicant reflects a
course that raises several safety and
environmental concerns.

Each of the three routes
currently being considered by the applicant
would involve locating this major fuel
conduit close to residences, and in some
cases less than 500 feet from elementary and
middle schools. The safety aspects
associated with these entrepreneurial
decisions could have lasting impacts where
some mishaps would occur with pipeline
operations. Because of the overwhelming
calamity that could occur as a result of
pipeline proximity to school property, with
LIPA right-of-way alternate 1 or the LIPA
right-of-way preferred route, I request that

FERC deny the applicant's permit request to
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site the pipeline in either of the two LIPA
right-of-ways offered.

LIPA right-of-way Alternate 1
would involve pipeline location within 500
feet of both a middle school as well as an
elementary school, both of which are part of
the Commack School District. Combined
population of children and personnel in
these two facilities is in excess of 1,500
people. Clearly location at this point
poses a serious danger. No serious
consideration should be given to this route.

LIPA right-of-way, the preferred
route, will pass within 500 feet of the
Bretton Woods Elementary School, a facility
of the Hauppauge School District. The 700
plus children and staff located at this site
will once again be subject to a silent
presence immediately adjacent to the school
that would lead to certain tragedy should
any compromise occur with the pipeline.

This preferred route should not
be a preferred route at all. During the

fall of 2005, the applicant engaged in

57



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

exploratory efforts associated with
construction of the pipeline along the Long
Island Expressway DOT pathway. As reported
by the applicant in the course of dialogue
and meetings with New York State Department
of Transportation, the applicant was advised
that the agency would not be able to furnish
an accurate map outlining the various
jurisdictional domains that comprised the
Expressway North Service Road and its
accompanying right-of-way, as the road
proceeds eastward with its intersection with
the Expressway and the Sunken
Meadow/Sagtikos Parkway to the Yaphank
vicinity of the proposed Caithness plant.
Having been advised that this information
will not be able to be furnished and having
been further advised that the receipt of the
necessary consent from the Federal Highway
Administration would involve a multi-year
process, the applicant apparently shifted
its focus to use of either of the Long
Island Power Authority's right-of-ways

reference in the current discussions.
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Failure on the part of any
government agency to provide basic
information, nor representation of an undue
time period associated with review and
consent are acceptable reasons for the
selection of secondary safety compromise
choice. We as a nation must now factor
almost every decision not only based on
safety evaluations, but also the
implications associated with terrorism,
credence must be given to the fact that the
nation's energy supply and the energy
transportation infrastructure remain an
attractive target for acts of destruction
and violence. While the applicant has
represented that they will do weekly aerial
monitoring of the pipeline, location along
the LIE/DOT course would allow for the daily
monitoring available by and through Suffolk
County Police Department's Highway Patrol
unit. This round the clock presence upon
the Interstate Highway would yield a far
more comprehensive, added level of safety

and security to the course of the pipeline
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and should weigh heavily in the alternatives
that FERC will consider.

Under the National Environmental
Protection Act and the rich history of the
United States Supreme Court case history
that has developed since the Act's inception
in the 1970s, the mandate for federal
agencies has been clear. Responsibility for
a federal agency to explore all rational
alternatives when considering contemplated
agency permitting or action was first
outlined by Justice Marshall in Overton Park
versus Volpe. What has evolved is the hard
look doctrine in which an agency must engage
in a thorough and exhaustive review of the
contemplated action, impacts, and all
alternatives to provide mitigation and a
minimization of disruption to people and the
surrounding environment. FERC must review
all aspects of the impact of this project
and the quality of life, the impact to the
environment, for the safety of impacted
citizens and to benefit the project's

implementation weighed against those other
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factors.

In the aggregate, the agency
should dismiss any pipeline route offered
that locates adjacent to schools, within
environmentally sensitive corridors or
abutting youth athletic fields. To do
otherwise is to abrogate the tremendous
responsibility with which FERC is charged.

I thank the agency for providing
this forum and I look forward to the
opportunity to continue to participate.

And I would just add one other
extraneous comment if I can, cognizant of
the time. I believe it is critical that all
levels of government participate fully so
that we can meet what our energy needs are
and not force agencies into poor choices for
failure to go ahead and do what they're
charged to do.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you for
your comments.

Gino Durso.

MR. DURSO: Hello. My name is
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Gino Durso, that's D-U-R-S-0. I've been a
resident of Commack since 1980, my family
and myself. I believe our residence as
located on 20 New Highway is the closest to
the facility known as the Pilgrim
substation, that is where the gas pipeline
come down from Canada and ends up directly

across the street from my house.

Back in 1991, when this facility

was first constructed, I don't believe, I
don't recall at all any input from the Town
or any agencies seeking any input from the
residents of the community. It was just
constructed.

I jotted down several things

that we've had to deal with, my family and

myself, since this facility was constructed.

Not only is it an eyesore, but we'wve also
had to deal with the property wvalues
decreasing. It's always in the back of my
mind a danger in light of what happened
September 11, 2001. This facility is
unsupervised and unmanned. Occasionally

there 1s a technician that comes down and
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takes his readings, but that's very rare.

In light of what happened,
again, in 2001, this is a big concern of
mine. You know, anybody that wants to cause
any mayhem, that's an ideal site to do it.

The air quality, I have
complained numerous times through the
Department of Environmental Conservation,
they have assured me that someone would come
down and take air quality readings, there
have been times where I couldn't even mow my
front lawn, the fumes were so bad. I worked
around fumes all my life, I was a mechanic
for the City of New York, I worked on bus,
bus repairs, and I know the level of
toxicity with fumes and it's very, very bad.
It's been so bad sometimes, I couldn't even
open up my window and enjoy a nice summer
breeze.

The noise levels, back a couple
of years ago they requested that the Town,
Iroquois and LIPA requested that four
heaters be installed. The noise levels at

times are unbearable when these heaters kick
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on and off. It's gotten to the point at
times where it's even knocked out my
television reception. You could set your
clock, at 12:02 a.m., I would lose all the
regular channels, that being Channel 2, 4,
7, 9 and 11. I had to get a satellite dish
installed to watch television.

In light of all this and all
these concerns that I have, I would suggest
that you don't compound this situation and
give the go ahead to this Brookhaven
pipeline. I would suggest that you find

another alternative and another option.

Thank you.
MR. FRIEDMAN: Jean-Marie.
MS. CROCIATA: Jean-Marie

Crociata, C-R-O-C-I-A-T-A.

First of all, I just heard about

this a few days ago. I know some people,

very few, had heard about it a week ago. If

Iroquois was so worried about the
neighborhood and the people, why wouldn't

they be contacting Hauppauge High, Commack

High, getting all the information out to the
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public? My children go to Bretton Woods
Elementary School. There's an emergency
evacuation plan that goes right through
those LIPA areas. They would be trapped.
There's only one way out if they were to
have that gas line in there.

On any given day in the summer,
those power lines sizzle as the heat rises.
How does that affect those gas pipelines?
And from reading on the Internet and all
kinds of newspaper articles, there have been
leaks, it's not a hundred percent safe, and
there have been accidents that killed
people, so why would they at all think about
going through Commack schools, Bretton
Woods, Hauppauge areas, a residential area
instead of just going down the Long Island

Expressway and let DOT have to deal with it?

Thank you.
MR. FRIEDMAN: Forgive me if I
mispronounce your name. Elissa Cazassus.

Not even close, huh? Not here. All right.
This one I can pronounce.

Charles Hersh.
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MR. HERSH: That's me. Hi.
I'm Charles Hersh and I'm a retired
electrical engineer and on the surface I
have to say that I like this power plant,
it's a brand new power plant and it's 60
percent efficient, and so -- and it uses
natural gas. Of course, when you burn
natural gas instead of oil, you cut carbon
dioxide emissions by one third. And so
under normal circumstances, I would love to
get this power plant, and yet I'm against
it. Why? Because LIPA/KeySpan have power
plants that are only 35 percent efficient,
they're just steam turbines, and by making
them a combined cycle of adding gas through
them, you can nearly double the efficiency
to 60 percent like the Caithness power
plant, so that they would use nearly half
the fuel. I don't think a utility should
keep building more and more power plants
with rising fuel costs and do nothing to
reduce the fuel usage by being more
efficient, and that's what I believe Richard

Kessel and William Katell need to do. They
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need to work on repowering their whole power
plants to make them more efficient. That's
what I feel is needed. I also feel that
Richard Kessel should forget about the Long
Island offshore (inaudible) park. He's
going to put 40 statues, 40 wind turbines
that are as tall as the Statue of Liberty
and they're going to be producing very
little power, they are going to be kicking
on and off with the wind and be effectively
off most of the time. Only the
environmentalists who love wind energy would
like that. As an engineer, I can't stand a
power plant that kicks on and off with the
wind and is off most of the time. From what
I could see, it will produce 140 megawatts
at a wind speed of about 14 meters per
second which is 30 miles per hour. The
average wind speed out there at 250 feet
high is about 18 miles per hour and at that
wind speed you will only be producing 30
megawatts or less than a megawatt a wind
turbine. That's what I call a piece of

junk. And so what I want Richard Kessel to
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do is work on repowering his own power
plants to make them more efficient.

Now, who is going to pay for
this? Guess what. We are. The rate
payers. But who pays for the adjusted fuel
charges? Guess what. It's us, too. And so
it makes sense if you have a very old air
conditioner to replace it with one that's
more efficient. That way you save money.
Ultimately you save money by doing the
repowering.

Can I say anything bad about the
Caithness power plant? Of course not. But
he needs to do work on these other power
plants, he has to do it in steps. Not only
will he make his old power plants more
efficient, they would nearly -- well, they
would more than double the output out of
them, and so each time, and you have to do
this in steps, with each time you take a
step and finish it, you get ahead of the
game and make your demand, and so this is
what I feel really needs to be done and

that's why I'm slightly against that
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pipeline, but that's the only reason.

Thank you very much.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Paul Bororowski.

MR. BOROWSKI: Hi. My name is
Paul Borowski, that's B for boy
O-R-0-W-S-K-I. I am a resident of Autum
Drive. I'm acting tonight as a Hauppauge
community member. I've been a 40-year
resident along with my father in the back.
We've been a family creator of the Smithtown
Historical Trail and active in the School
District, the church, just to name a few
areas that I'm involved in. I do not oppose
the pipeline, I do not oppose Iroquois or
LIPA, I do not oppose getting energy for
Long Island. I, however, strongly oppose
its location through the Hauppauge community
and next to the Bretton Woods School. I
strongly support the Long Island Expressway
and DOT routes.

The reason why I oppose this,
I'll tell you, the density of population for

Long Island and Hauppauge has totally
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exploded. When I was -- we first came into
Hauppauge in 1966, the Dennison Suffolk
County building was a turkey farm. Okay?
And now it's the 13 story Dennison building
and in the beginning it used to sink six
inches per year because of the wetlands
there. My grammar school is now
condominiums. It just shows the density of
the population to name a few.

I understand that Iroquois
pipeline is looking at safety. There is no
hundred percent safety. Any human error
affects our children, our senior citizens,
our residents, our environment, our
historical areas. As I said, my family has
created the historical trail in Smithtown,
we are very enrouted (sic) to that scenario,
there is the Wheeler Family Historical
Cemetery that was -- that I helped restore
right across from the HYO field and the --
it's back from the 1700s. There is a pond
behind there also showing that there are
wetlands all the way in that same area.

I have a signed petition here by
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just a few of the residents that will
continuously go on and we had neighbors
knocking on doors, we had people in the
community that went to all the communities
to give fliers, we had the church that made
announcements this past Sunday about this
meeting, okay? We had the school district,
which I appreciate that, that notified the
community by phone.

Talking about the school
district, we have a Whipple Will School that
was next to a landfill, 20 years ago it was
closed. Okay? To give you an idea of our
community commitment to the environment, it
was closed, it was voted, it is still
closed.

The wetlands area, I understand
with the HYO field, they went through hoops
just to get a softball field with the DEC.
Okay? If that's just a softball field, I am
sure you will have trouble with a pipeline.

Again, I strongly recommend the
Long Island Expressway/DOT option, there is

minimal residential impact, there is vacant
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land. I understand that the New York State
DOT is against it, but we feel it is
important due to the large increased energy
demand, the increased density of population,
that it is important to overturn this
unprecedented federal policy to have a
pipeline parallel to a federal highway.

In summary, let's work together
as a community, as a school district, local,
state, federal government, LIPA utility,
Iroquois pipeline, to achieve a beneficial
route that will not impact our children, our
seniors, our residents, our environment and
our large preserved history.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Juan Toner.

No?

Anthony Caldara.

No?

Patricia Wolf.

MS. WOLF: My name is Patricia
wolf, I live in Hauppauge, I'm a land owner,

immediately adjacent to the LIPA
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right-of-way. I oppose this pipeline coming
through our neighborhood.

In the questioning tonight with
a gentleman from Iroquois, I was told that
the pipe is only going to be buried three
feet below the ground which I believe is
ludicrous. The children play on the
(inaudible) line and dig bicycle trenches
and bike jumps and dig down three feet in an
hour, you know, the children. The potential
for damage accidentally or whatnot and
catastrophe is terrific, as well as the
terroristic threats, the possibility is just
unimaginable. So I oppose the pipeline and
I agree that the DOT route on the expressway
and as was suggested is maintained and
policed by the Highway Patrol would be a
much better alternative.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Steven Wolf.

MR. WOLF: Good evening. I
would just like to say that I'm opposed to

the current preferred routes that they want
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to take, I don't see how this could really
happen going past three schools, just the
potential for a disaster. I mean, I've been
living on Long Island all my life and for
all my adult life I've been paying as all
you guys have for Shoreham. Now, Shoreham
out there was a disaster. Right? But they
have a lot of land out there. Why aren't
they researching building a power plant
right over there where they can come across
the Sound or wherever the line comes over by
Northport on over, then you wouldn't have to
worry about going near schools or near your
neighborhoods or destroying highways or
roads and having an unsafe environment for

everybody, children, seniors, everybody.

Thank you.
MR. FRIEDMAN: Edward Sanders.
MR. SANDERS: My name is Edward

Sanders, that's spelled S-A-N-D-E-R-S. I'm
48 years old, I've lived in Hauppauge for 38
of those years, my kids go to the Hauppauge
schools, a lot of people know me from the

community. You know, we're all concerned
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about energy and costs and so forth and we
all think that power issue is a big problem,
but environmental issues and safety issues,
you look at the most important pipeline in
this company right now that means a lot to
us up in Alaska and guess what, they're
shutting it down, because one of the richest
companies in the United States hasn't done
maintenance on it. That's one of the
biggest pipelines that affects our lives and
our gas is going to go to $4 a gallon. We
are fighting right now in the Hauppauge
community, with the DEP, the EPA,

Mr. DeRubeis, the Town of Smithtown
developers who are trying to build in
headwaters with (inaudible) harbor. The
main aquifer for water in all of Long Island
starts in Hauppauge adjacent to the
right-of-way where they're going to put this
through. It goes behind children's schools.
In our town, other towns. We are here
fighting for Commack, Commack is here
fighting for us. This is not something that

should happen.
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Recently in the news we saw
where a propane tank in someone's house blew
the entire house to pieces. Think about the
potential for disaster if this pipeline
bursts and explodes. This pipeline is going
to run adjacent to schools, to parks, next
to the second biggest corporate industrial
park in the United States, next to Silicon
Valley. TIf the terrorists decide to have
some fun with us, it's a disaster, it's
going to wipe our community out.

The other issue I want to say is
when the County building, the Dennison
building, the State building were brought
in, we had concerns that our fire department
could not take care of such a big facility
because the Hauppauge District didn't have
the money. Well, guess what? The State
came in and kicked in for a multi-million
dollar fire engine so we could put the fire
out in that building. Is this company going
to supply every fire station and every town
along this entire route and put a disaster

plan in place and fund it God forbid we have
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a disaster? I don't think so.

Like I said, I've been involved
in this Town for 38 years, it's not a safe
issue, obviously we all have concerns about
the cost of living on Long Island, our kids
are going away to school and not coming back
because people can't afford to live here.
There are alternatives out there. Running
this pipeline through our town through a
high water table area where the towns are
making everybody take their oil tanks out of
the ground, everything rusts around here, it
is in-ground, it is in salt water. There is
not one good thing about this entire
proposal.

Same thing. My kids run on
those right-of-ways. Private people run
their horses, run animals, their kids,
everything else. 1It's a dangerous,
dangerous situation. It's something that
needs to be taken care of. If it's going to
have to go down the Expressway, common sense
would dictate the shortest distance between

two points is a straight line. Well,

77



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

78

zigzagging through the neighborhoods and
wetlands and environmental issues, it just
doesn't make common sense.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Jamie Mare.

MS. MAR: My name is Jamie Mare,
M-A-R-E. Forgive me for being really
nervous. I didn't prepare anything like a
question and answer and I'm really
disappointed since I've been here about
4:00, I have been asking again and again
about the safety of my home and my infant
daughter and the infant children who live in
my neighborhood and nobody will give me an
answer. As a teacher, I have major concerns
about the schools that are being affected.
I have concerns as a property owner that my
house directly across the street, there is
going to be a major pipeline, three feet
underground, where time and time again as we
walk our children, ATV riders and other
people are destroying that LIPA right-of-way

and LIPA does not maintain that property nor
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do they care. On a daily basis, on a daily
basis we call the police about ATV riders
and everybody else and nobody will help us.
I have been in touch with my Councilman and
all he does is e-mail me, oh, how's
everything going. That's it. If you read
through these brochures, they are
contradictory. 1In one it talks about the
compensation that LIPA will be getting. Not
what we'll be getting, but what Iroquois has
to pay to LIPA to use their right-of-way.
We're not getting a tax break. They are.
And as a rate payer, I'm fed up because I
can't afford to live here anymore.

In this one, i1t talks about
things that cannot be built. Well, there's
electrical towers already on that property.
They weigh more than a shed, but you're
saying a shed can't be built on that? How
is that going to support that?

That thing comes down, which is
one little freak accident, because Republic
Airport is very close to those high tension

wires, that comes down, three feet is not
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going to be enough to cushion the blow when
that pipeline goes and my house and First
Avenue School and Lake Hill, Lake
Ronkonkoma, all that will go, and I really,
really am concerned about the lack of
response from the government. When I spoke
to you earlier, you were very condescending,
and when I spoke to the Iroquois people,
they wouldn't give me an answer. Their
answer was I'll look in the brochure, and
when we did press them for answers, it was
completely opposite of what was in here. So
I urge you, please, contact every
representative, senator, legislator,
councilman and get them involved in this.
We on Long Island cannot deal with any more.
We have to start saying no.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Sheldon Fishkin.

MR. FISHKIN: Thank you. My
name is Sheldon Fishkin, F-I-S-H-K-I-N, I
live at 4 Regina Drive, and I am an affected

property owner in the area, and the first
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thing I wanted to mention that I'm concerned
about is I only recently as it has been
mentioned by the some of the other people
were notified because they had changed the
route plan. So other people who have
background information, know what was going
on and so on, we just were notified at the
last minute and then they're talking about
the end -- the deadline dates for turning
this around. I think if they're going to be
changing their routes, they gotta change
their deadlines for the schedule so people
have time to react to it and know what's
going on. There's a complete turnaround of
the affected people, and we've got to be
honest, most of the people who are most
concerned are those in the immediate area
and the effects it's going to have on them.
The first thing I'm going to say
which has been said by a lot of people,
obviously the safety concerns are paramount,
there's no guestion about it, the effects on
the schools and the areas, that should be

done without a question and we should get
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good answers or if they can stop it,
certainly the DOT from what I'm learning,
just in the short time, the DOT/Long Island
Expressway route is preferable in so many
ways 1t sounds like, yet people like myself
and others, the DOT apparently made this
decision, we never knew about it, we never
had an opportunity to be involved or
anything, and they took what sounds like a
safer and preferable course and they've come
up with these other two courses which now
affect a whole new set of people and we
haven't been given any opportunity or
information to go to maybe the DOT and say,
well, why did you do this. There's a lot of
comments on that, why did they make this
decision, can it be turned around, can
something be done about it. No one has
presented anything of value to us on that,
it seems to (inaudible due to applause) and
I'll be honest with it and I'll just say I'm
being a pessimist somewhat about it. If
some of these things do go through, and I

don't care which particular route they do
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come up with, people are going to be
obviously negatively affected, especially
those who are closest to it. These things
go on and in many different situations and
I've heard many different times people would
say, oh, not my neighborhood, not my back
yard, not my back yard it's on, but if it
does go through the politics somewhere I'm
hearing the undertones of and so on, some of
the other projects and the potential future
plans for it, this may, whether we want it
or not, it may happen, and if it does, I was
wondering why it's never considered that our
government politicians, people get involved
and perhaps give some type of a property tax
credit or something to those people who are
directly affected by the project so that,
again, their personal effect on them, again,
we don't want it or anything if it's not
safe, but if it does happen, at some point I
think our government is supposed to get
involved and often they say you gotta do it
in the beginning, so when I heard about

this, I'm here, if it does go that way, I
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don't want to hear later on, well, we should
have done this or you could have done that,
I would like some of the politicians that I
heard and so on to look into reimbursing
some of the people who are most negatively
affected by it.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Gary Garramone.

MR. GARRAMONE: It's Gary
Garramone, G-A-R-R-A-M-O-N-E. I've listened
tonight and most of my concerns have already
been addressed, but I would like you to
consider some of the issues that go on every
day and I spoke to Iroquois before this
meeting. They talk about New York State
being a -- having an agency that has laws
about excavation activity. Code 753 is the
law and it's mandated in the State that you
have to notify the different pipeline
companies, the different utilities, etc.,
but from experience, people who are private
excavators, etc., they do not notify the

State, they do not call it in, and we have
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every day of the week gas lines being
damaged by third party excavators, people
who are building developments, people who
are building homes, and I think this is a
major concern and that's why I heard one of
the gentlemen, I think it was the legislator
before talking about the route down the
Sunken Meadow and down the Long Island
Expressway. The impact of having police
being able to police that on a daily event,
they're 24/7, it's there, if there's
excavation, I don't think anybody wants to
deal with helicopters either riding down
through right-of-ways.

In addition, one of the things
that bothers me about even the concept of
right-of-ways is if you just spend some time
and walk those lines on a rainy day, the
impact and the crackle of arcking on those
lines, it's not like an underground system,
with an open air excavation they can have
arcking, there is no impact to really the
public other than what people may feel with

EMF, but there is a source, there is an
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ignition, if there was a leak in the area,
that would be your source of the ignition,
so I think we -- I would recommend that we
do not go anywhere near the power lines.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Richard Hennes.

MR. HLUDZINSKI: Good evening.
My name is Richard Hludzinski,
H-L-U-D-Z-I-N-S-K-I. I just would like to
say that I strongly oppose the construction
of a pipeline through a residential area. I
heard previous speakers voice their opinion
about pipeline being near schools and it's
true, I also oppose that, but children spend
most of the day or night at home. We live
in a residential area where there are many
children and the danger is tremendous I
think. Also the destruction of the trees
and the shrubbery along New Highway to the
back of the homes on Autum Drive, that's a
buffer zone right now. What happens when
those trees are destroyed? Page 4 of this
booklet says that Iroquois has the right to

take down any shrub or tree above five feet,
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and if that's within 50 foot of that
pipeline, that will destroy just about every
tree probably along New Highway.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Are you the other Richard?

MR. HENNES: Yes. My name is
Richard Hennes, H-E-N-N-E-S, I live at 151
Autum Drive, which is in one of the areas of
the secondary pipeline. 1I've listened to
all the public speakers, the public
officials, the school boards, the general
public, and 99 percent of what I was
concerned with was answered. The only thing
I really have to say that runs through my
head, if this, which I am opposed to, if
this particular pipeline, whether column A
or column B, goes through, I think of things
like you talk about security and safety and
law enforcement, I'm familiar with law
enforcement, I'm retired from law
enforcement, Suffolk County PD isn't going
to watch the lines 24/7. 1It's not going to

happen. Okay? As one gentleman said, the
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population here has changed over the last 40
years, there's more people, more people,
there's more crime, there's less PDs,
there's less circulation. I think of things
like what's going to happen with our
homeowners insurance. You know, nobody ever
said, oh, we never have to worry about
homeowners insurance for hurricanes, but now
everybody gets updates on the people who
live within a mile of the water, you might
not have a flood, you might not cover this,
you might not cover that, how are the
independent companies going to view our
properties when you have a pipeline walking
through your back door. On the other hand,
I looked at your presentation today or
before that, one of the other gentlemen, I
never received any information, I found
something in my mailbox the other day, I
asked one of my neighbors, and they said
they've been getting information for weeks
about this. I think the mailing -- I don't
think it's the post office's fault, but the

mailing has been selective or screwed up,
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however you want to phrase it. I heard one
gentleman speak about helicopter
surveillance. Okay? Somebody in my age
bracket from 1966 to 1968 with helicopters
coming overhead is going to get flashbacks.
Okay? You know, what's a helicopter going
to do like the lady said for some child
playing and digging? All right?

The other thing is your photo
presentation shows a two foot pipe with
probably an eight or ten foot wide piece of
equipment in a field probably someplace in
Saskatchewan where I might go deer hunting.
Half of that stuff is not even going to fit
in our streets if that comes down. You

know, logically I would like to know why,

quote, the Commissioners who are not here --

who obviously don't live here, who obviously

take all the data information and sit
wherever they sit and flip the coin to

decide whether it goes down here or down

there, you know, I wonder how they'd feel if

it was their back yard if they actually

physically came here and saw the community
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and population and the probability or
possibility of danger, death and safety.

You talk about -- the gentleman
from the DOT talked about all the trained
employees. Okay? Nowadays, a company is
not allowed to dig deep into someone's
background. Okay? Your rights -- you can't
violate a person's rights to go too deep
into their past. I mean, you could get bad
guys working on the pipeline putting it
together. I mean, there's so many different
variables. You're out in the middle of a
field someplace and it blows, okay, so you
kill some deer, but we're talking about a
whole different ball game per square mile
here, and I would just think it would be
nice if the powers to be would come to the
back yard, see the neighborhood and maybe
they'll understand the situation a little
bit better than sitting someplace four or
five hours south of here making a decision.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Russell Anders. Russell?
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Claude Chirignan? Claude?

Eric DeLaRosa. Eric?

Michael Fitzpatrick.

MR. FITZPATRICK: Thank you
very much. Good evening.

My name is Michael Fitzpatrick,
F-T-T-Z-P-A-T-R-I-C-K. I represent the
Seventh Assembly District encompassing all
of Smithtown, Lake Grove and the Town of
Brookhaven and the Hauppauge portion of
Islip.

I wanted to come tonight to also
voice my strong opposition to the preferred
routes, but also ask FERC to please support
the Sunken Meadow/LIE right-of-way proposal.
It is in my view the most feasible and most
responsible route for Iroquois to take to
get out to the Caithness plant. I do
support the Caithness plant, we do need here
on Long Island additional sources of energy,
and one of the reasons Caithness is
important is to provide the additional
capacity so that the Port Jefferson plant

and the Northport plant can be repowered.
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We need additional power in order to take
that capacity off line in order to repower
it and make it more efficient, but in my
view, in my view, if you are going to route
a gas pipeline, you do not route it through
a residential area if you can help it, you
do not route it certainly not near a school,
and even if it takes a little more time and
perhaps a little more expense, it's worth
doing. ©Now, I understand the problem of the
Federal Highway Administration, they've
never granted a waiver, they don't want to,
but we must elicit support of our members of
Congress and I believe Congressman Israel,
Congressman Bishop, our senators,

Mr. Schumer, Mrs. Clinton, to help with that
effort at the Federal Highway Administration,
at the federal level, but I don't want to
echo all the facts that have been mentioned
by some of the other very eloquent speakers,
but when you talk about risk, we know,
someone got up and spoke about the Alaska
pipeline. That pipeline is how old,

approximately 30 years old. Technology
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today has wvastly approved and risks that
were present 30 years ago may not be present
today. However, you never eliminate risk
entirely. You can minimize it, you mitigate
some measures, but you can never eliminate
is entirely. And we've seen it happen.
Whether it was Edison, New Jersey, Or
Kentucky, Indiana, New Mexico, these things
could happen. Think of the 700 children,
the 1,400 parents of those 700 children at
Bretton Woods School, for example, the
hundred people who are staff members there,
no one -- and the people who live along the
route, even though they are on the LIPA
right-of-way, no one will -- the anxiety
level will always be there. Now, you have
an alternative and that is to go down Sunken
Meadow and out the LIE. That is the
responsible way to go. Many people have
said, and I have said, too, we have no
problem with Caithness, we understand the
need to reduce our need for Mideast oil,
turn on today's news and we understand why.

Please take this message back to the other
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Commissioners, let's go the LIE route, and
if it takes a couple of extra years to go
through the highway administration process,
so be it, we're willing to do that. I
understand time is money, Iroquois may not
want to do that, LIPA may not want to do
that, but all of us are asking that we
please do that.

Thank you very much.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Grace Kelly McGovern.

MS. McGOVERN: Yes. That's
Grace Kelly, K-E-L-L-Y, McGovern,
M-C-G-0-V-E-R-N. I really want to address
the people. I am a candidate for the
Seventh Assembly District. I want the
people to know that the Supreme Court ruled
that the Clean Water Act did not protect
wetlands less than -- it didn't protect
wetlands. The State has a law that protects
wetlands of 12.4 acres or more. It does not
protect wetlands less than that. So it's up
to the states to make their own laws to

protect wetland areas. New York State has
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not passed that law. The Assembly did pass
it, it hasn't even gotten on the floor of
the Senate. The incumbent, Mike
Fitzpatrick, voted against wetlands
protection.

I believe that if environmental
laws of the DEC had jurisdiction over our
wetlands, that there would be more power for
environmentalists and for the people to
fight this. So it's something important for
the people to know.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you. Now
having gone through the speakers' list, but
there may be other people who either wanted
to speak tonight who either didn't sign up
or forgot and would like the opportunity
now, so is there anyone who would like to
speak who hasn't spoken before? I would ask
you if you just raise your hand and I will
call on you and you will come on up and you
will state your name and spell it for the
transcriber, and the only thing that I ask

is that you keep your comments to less than
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five minutes.

Thanks.

MS. RELLA-CULLY: My name is
Donnal.ee is the first name, D-O-N-N-A
capital L-E-E, Rella, R-E-L-L-A, hyphen
Cully, C-U-L-L-Y. I feel a little
intimidated speaking tonight. I am not from
the Hauppauge area and listening to
everybody speak from the Hauppauge area, I
agree with you, it should not be routed
through your neighborhood. I though live on
the LIE route. I live directly across from
the LIE. There's a couple of comments T
would like to make. I was trying to take
notes as I was listening to everyone.

I live in the Sachem School
District and I only got notice a couple of
weeks ago from your organization that this
was going to happen and I assumed in the
paperwork I tried to read on it that the LIE
was the preferred route, and coming here
looking at the maps, I learned that it was
not. I don't believe that the Hauppauge

route should be the number one route. I
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don't want it though in my back yard either.
I don't want it in your back yard, I don't
want this pipeline in my back yard. When
asking -- oh, and I asked the question has
the Sachem School District been notified by
Iroquois, the basic answer was no, other
school districts were, but not Sachem.
There's a Waverly Avenue School that's two
blocks from the LIE, which houses 700
children. There's a soccer field by the LIE
around Exit 62 which is where Waverly Avenue
is that on any given weekend houses about
1,700 children playing soccer.

As far as the patrol on the LIE,
there's no patrol on the service road of the
LIE. That's where the proposed -- the
second proposed pipeline would go, on the
service road on the LIE, not the LIE itself.
So it will not be patrolled. 1I've lived
there for 20 years. There's no patrol that
comes down that way. I've lived through the
HOV lane being put in, I've lived through
the wall being put up, we lost all the

vegetation along the LIE wall, all, 60 foot
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trees, everything that's been growing since
God put it there, we lost everything,
everything is finally coming back, and when
asked what would be ripped out and what
vegetation would be put back, Iroquois could
not answer. It's not safe to put large
vegetation back there because it could
damage a pipeline. I don't want the
pipeline in your area if it goes in damaged,
I don't want a pipeline in my back yard
either and I'm sure every one of you could
understand that being damaged. This
pipeline does not belong put in anywhere
where there are residences. There are
residences all along the LIE.

Has the Sachem administration
been notified that this pipeline is going
in? I'd like that question answered.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Anyone else who has not a had an
opportunity to speak who would like to
speak?

Yes. Please come up, state your
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name and spell it for the record and keep
your comments to less than five minutes.

Thank you.

MS. RIETMANN: My name is Tracy
Rietmann spelled R-I-E-T-M-A-N-N.

Good evening. I have lived
either on or near the Lilco/LIPA
right-of-way for 33 years. Maintenance,
other than an occasional mowing the lawn,
usually by request, you might see that. The
garbage, the trash that's thrown around,
there's no maintenance. There's no
security. There's nothing that is done
whatsoever to see that that property is
cared for. I don't see that changing. I
don't see it changing because of the
pipeline, I don't see it changing any time
in the future, it would mean more money for
them and they say why do we need it. Now, I
apologize because I am not prepared for
this, I didn't sign up. I didn't get
notification. I got notification because my

friend passed along the information to me.
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I live one block off the right-of-way. I
was not told. Mind you I live two blocks
off the expressway, so I am right between
the two routes. I have received zero
notification that this was occurring. None
of my neighbors have received notification
that this was occurring.

I have a baby daughter at home,
there are a lot of children. With complete
respect to those of you who are coming and
saying my neighborhood, my neighborhood, my
neighborhood, just the same as I am doing,
it isn't about one specific neighborhood,
because if you ask the experts what are the
odds that something's going to happen
outside my front door, they tell you this
little itty-bitty number, infinite, odds of
that happening are terrible. You start
taking the odds of something happening from
one end of this pipeline to the other end of
the pipeline, whether it be your front door,
your front door, your front door, it makes
no difference, somebody somewhere is

potentially affected by this, someone's
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grandmother, somebody's daughter, someone's
best friend. There is potential for
disaster. 1I've heard several people --
pardon me -- who have all offered alternate
options. I'm not an expert, I don't know, I
can't tell you whether those options were
even feasible, but there are obviously
options available. So why don't we look
into those options, why don't we see what
else can possibly be done before we come
through with wrecking crews that are going
to tear up our trees, tear up our
neighborhoods for weeks on end and pull out
and leave us picking up the pieces.

Now, when I was inside earlier
and I asked about the damage that could be
done, what's the potential, and they say,
oh, we would bury the pipes, we would make
sure, within umpteenth of an inch we can
tell if there's damage, and one of the
representatives told me that there was a
huge piece of eguipment that he saw beating
on this pipe with a spiked end, it went for

20 hours and no damage, then why are they so
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concerned about a tree root? Why are they
going to come through and take down all our
trees on your private property? Your
property. And if you dare to say you don't
want it, you lose anyway. Why? Because the
government says too bad. This machine can
beat on this pipe for hours on end, but they
gotta take out all the trees. I'm sorry, I
don't have a lot of information to work
with, but just the little bit that I've
gotten tonight, I'm not happy with what I'm
hearing, and, to be honest with you, if
there are options, I think we need to look
into them and I think that there have got to
be other options. Whether the ones that
were suggested won't work, that's fine, then
there's something else. These people,
Iroquois, I don't know if any of you realize
this, but something else I picked up,
represent -- the gentleman from Iroquois
said, oh, if there's any problem, we'll send
our Long Island representative in.

I said, excuse me? Your Long

Island representative? I said, where are
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you from?

Connecticut.

So what's your stake down here?

Oh, we got pipeline.

We got the pipeline.

Big stake, big money, big loss
for them if anything were to happen to that
pipeline. How much money would they lose if
anything happened to that pipeline? What
would you lose if anything happened to that
pipeline? I have a 1l6-month-old daughter.

Thank you.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Is there anyone else who would
like to speak who has not spoken? Yes, sir.
Come on up and state your name for the
record and spell it court reporter and keep
your comments to less than five minutes.

MR. PEYKAR: Hello, my name is
David Peykar, spelled P-E-Y-K-A-R, I live in
Commack New York in the Tulipwood community,
I was raised in Commack, I've driven down
New Highway, all the way through the

Hauppauge School District where that
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right-of-way near Autum Drive is, I go up
and down the Sagtikos Parkway every day to
the Northern State Parkway. Police patrols
are nonexistent on that stretch. The
Expressway, many patrols aren't there in our
neighborhood of Commack and the Hauppauge
area. So safety-wise, the LIE line is not
appropriate. Building a pipeline behind Saw
Mill Intermediate, Behind Wood Park
Elementary, behind Bretton Woods in
Hauppauge, not acceptable. The Expressway,
not acceptable if it's being built on a
service road. There are homes that are on
the service road. And I wasn't here earlier
tonight, I was still at work, I came here
late as this meeting was starting tonight.

I don't see anybody from Iroquois here right
now, I don't see anybody from LIPA here
right now. If there is somebody here, I'd
like to see somebody stand up and make a
comment in support of it. Nobody's even
come up to say this is a good idea and here
is why. Nobody is here. I went to one of

the first meetings at the Sheraton in
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Hauppauge. I spoke to Irogquois people.

They couldn't give me answers. Oh, three

feet is plenty safe enough. When I was a

kid in elementary

school, digging in a

sandbox, I could dig down to my elbow in

sand and come up with water. Do you think a

child now can't dig three feet? I got news

for you, they can.

son at home and a

I have a six-month old

two and a half year old

daughter at home who are going to be going

to these schools if that is the accepted

route, they go down the Expressway with me,

with my wife, every day, this idea is not

acceptable and I don't think FERC or the

other big wigs have thought enough about us.

LIPA gets a rebate? Show me the money,

folks. I don't get any. My rates go up, my

gas goes up, my taxes go up. Nobody is

giving me a break

wonderful ideas.

for all of these great

So I'm asking all of you,

let's get involved, let's learn all the

facts. Getting a

letter from FERC about a

week and a half before this meeting tonight

is unacceptable.

Iroquois has not given us
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the information. I don't have a booklet
tonight the way some of you other people do
because I came late tonight, but I've seen
the books, I've seen the charts from
previous meetings. The pictures of the
route that they give are not clear, they do
not delineate neighborhoods, where school
locations are, where electrical lines are.
None of that stuff shown is in clear detail.
Any pictures that have been given are fuzzy
because they are satellite reproductions.
So I suggest let's find alternate routes,
check the Long Island sound if that's a
possible and a viable alternative. Going
through a neighborhood, going through an
electrical right-of-way, not acceptable.

Thank you. Good night.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Is there anyone else who has not
spoken tonight who would like the
opportunity to do so?

Yes? Please come up and state
your name and spell it for the court

reporter, please.
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MS. TAUBER: My name is Rhoda
Tauber, T-A-U-B-E-R, I live on McKay Drive
in Hauppauge. When I moved in in 1969, I
thought it was just amazing that I had two
back yards, I had our back yard and I had
Lilco. Number one, I agree with everybody,
these -- it is not appropriate, not for the
LIE, not for Hauppauge, not for Commack, but
I have to tell you something, I did go to a
meeting -- oh, just, excuse me, I know I'm
rambling -- Lilco, all of my neighbors on
McKay Drive, we mow the Lilco property, we
clean the Lilco property, I even take my dog
out and clean up after her on the Lilco
property. Nobody comes. When they do come
to cut back the trees, it is such an
atrocity to watch what they've done, it is
pathetic, they just chop, everything is all
over the place, they ruin the entire beauty
of the back yard, but my point is I went to
a meeting just this winter and I found out
that when the industrial park was built, 20
years they were dumping all kinds of water

and extra things and poisons into the
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ground. This has affected, I was very
lucky, this time I was on the right side of
0ld Willets Path, but on the other side of
0ld Willets Path, their water was damaged.
What is going to happen in 20 years from
now? I'm not going to be here, I'm 68 years
old, but your kids are going to be here and
your grandchildren are going to be here,
somebody has got to do something. The same
way they said we're sorry, that's not good
enough. And that's all I have to say.
Something has to be done.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you.

Is there anyone who has not
spoken who would like to?

If there's no one else who would
like to speak at this time, then without any
more speakers, the formal part of this
meeting will conclude.

On behalf of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission and the U.S.
Department of Transportation, I would like
to thank all of you for coming here tonight

to help us focus the environmental review
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process on those issues which are of concern
to you.

Let the record show that this
meeting concluded at 8:45 p.m.

Thank you very much.
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