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P8-1 Dehil  Pecan Orchard,  

   Proximity to Residence   
 
EEC has stated that, if practicable and feasible, it would consider minor route 
variations to avoid mature trees and other landscape features important to 
landowners during easement negotiations.  See section 4.8.1.2, Land Use Impacts 
and Mitigation - Upland Forest and Planted Pine, for further discussion.  Also see 
section 4.8.2, Landowner and Easement Requirements.  
 
We note that commenter’s residence is about 200 feet from the edge of the 
proposed construction work area and about 285 feet from the proposed pipeline 
centerline. 
 
Based on an on-site meeting between EEC representatives and this landowner on 
June 12, 2007, EEC identified that adjustments to the proposed route on this 
property could be implemented to minimize impact on the pecan orchard. 
 
 
P8-2 Dehil  Economic Benefit 
   
The proposed project would benefit the local communities by providing natural gas 
to local markets and by paying tax revenues to each county through which it 
passes.  First, we identified in section 2.2.2 and table 2.2-2 that the Elba Express 
Pipeline would transport and deliver (through meter stations) natural gas to three 
existing gas-fired electric power generation facilities (McIntosh and Effingham both 
in Effingham County, Georgia, and Rainey in Anderson County, South Carolina) 
that supply electric power in the project area.  Second, EEC would pay taxes on 
the pipeline during both the construction and operation periods.  During 
construction, EEC would pay sales tax revenues on the facilities in the ground.  
During operation, EEC would pay an annual ad valorem tax to each county crossed 
for the life of the project.  Additional information regarding estimated annual ad 
valorem tax revenues has been included in section 4.9.3. 
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P9-1 Stubbs  Wildlife 
 
See response to comment P5-31. 
 
P9-2 Stubbs  Vegetation burning air emissions 
 
The air emissions associated with pipeline construction are summarized in section 4.11.1.5.  
Although pipeline construction is projected to require 9 to 12 months, the emissions 
associated with the burning of vegetation typically occur over a few days.  Open burning 
may occur during construction; however, EEC would comply with any local ordinances on 
open burning.  We have revised section 4.11.1.5 to incorporate this information. 
 
P9-3 Stubbs  ROW maintenance and wildfires 
 
See response to comment P2-3 regarding ROW revegetation maintenance procedures.  
Establishment of a 50-foot-wide permanent ROW maintained in a grassy condition located 
within an otherwise open field, scrub-shrub, or forested landscape would not necessarily 
increase the risk or spread of fire over current conditions.  The permanent ROW could in 
fact act as an advantageous fire break for uncontrolled forest fires that may result from 
either lightning strikes, accidental fires, or an uncontrolled prescribed burn associated with 
management of private or commercial forest lands.  We have revised the text in section 
4.8.1.2 to incorporate this information. 
 
P9-4 Stubbs  Eminent domain 
 
Comment noted.  The constitutionality of the eminent domain process is beyond the scope 
of this analysis.  We discuss eminent domain and the awarding of compensation for 
easements obtained through condemnation in section 4.8.2. 
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P10-1 Wright  Atlantic right whale impacts 
 
Thank you for your comment. 
 
P10-2 Wright  Public Safety and LNG 
 
Thank you for your comment. 
 
P10-3 Wright  DEIS 
 
Thank you for your comment. 
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A1-1 EEC  Status Reports 
 
Thank you for your comment.  However, we believe more frequent reporting would 
enable us to more effectively monitor landowner issues during construction.  As 
you know, landowner issues were largely absent during the Commission’s review 
of the affiliates recent pipeline expansion, which distinguishes this project from that 
of your affiliate. 
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A1-2 EEC  River Crossing Methods 
 
The text in section 4.3.3 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-3 EEC  Warmwater stream timing restriction 
 
The text in section 4.6.2.2 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-4 EEC  Eastern indigo snake 
    
The text in section 4.7.1 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-5 EEC  Flatwoods salamander 
 
The text in section 4.7.1 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-6 EEC  Ogeechee Creek and its tributaries 
 
We recognize both the FWS and GDNR have agreed to the construction schedule.  
However, the FWS (which has special expertise on this species) has made a 
recommendation that we deem to be reasonable.  This recommendation can be 
disregarded if EEC can show that it has consulted with the GDNR about this 
species, and the results of those consultations are that the Atlantic pigtoe mussel is 
not likely to be impacted.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6-107                            6.0 – Public C
om

m
ents and Responses 



Letter A-1 Continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Responses to Letter A-1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A1-7 EEC  State-listed plant species correspondence 
 
The text in section 4.7.2 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-8 EEC  Vegetative maintenance plan  
 
The text in section 4.8.3 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A1-9 EEC  Site-specific residential plans  
 
We have reviewed these drawings and believe EEC’s implementation of the 
measures depicted on the drawings would lessen impact on the affected 
residences.  Table 4.8-4 detailing the distances of the residences from the 
construction work area and pipeline, and associated mitigation measures, has 
been updated to reflect these changes. 
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A1-10 EEC  Developer consultation-Newport 
Subdivision 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.  In 
addition, we maintain the recommendation in section 5.5 that EEC file any site-
specific construction and mitigation measures or restoration plans developed in 
consultation with the developer prior to construction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A1-11 EEC  Developer consultation-Braniger Estates 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.   
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A1-12 EEC  Developer consultation-Parkway Place 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.  In 
addition, we maintain the recommendation in section 5.5 that EEC file any site-
specific construction and mitigation measures or restoration plans developed in 
consultation with the developer prior to construction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A1-13 EEC  Developer consultation-Effingham Parkway 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.  In 
addition, we maintain the recommendation in section 5.5 that EEC file any site-
specific construction and mitigation measures or restoration plans developed in 
consultation with the developer prior to construction. 
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A1-14 EEC Developer consultation-Highway 17 

widening project, northern Wilkes County 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.  In 
addition, we maintain the recommendation in section 5.5 that EEC file any site-
specific construction and mitigation measures or restoration plans developed in 
consultation with the developer prior to construction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A1-15 EEC Developer consultation-Highway 17 

widening project, southern Wilkes County 
 
The text in section 4.8.4 has been revised to incorporate this information.  In 
addition, we maintain the recommendation in section 5.5 that EEC file any site-
specific construction and mitigation measures or restoration plans developed in 
consultation with the developer prior to construction. 
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A1-16 EEC COE managed property site-specific 

construction and mitigation plans 
 
We have revised the text in section 4.8.5, COE Mitigation Lands, to incorporate this 
information, and included the mitigation plan in Appendix M.   This mitigation plan 
was developed by EEC and COE for the crossings of COE-managed properties. 
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A1-17 EEC  Unanticipated discovery plan 
 
The text in section 4.10.2 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information. 
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A1-18 EEC  Eastern Band of Cherokee consultation 
 
We requested that EEC provide documentation on further consultation with the 
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, rather than the Georgia Tribe of Eastern 
Cherokee.  EEC has subsequently provided the documentation.  We have revised 
the text in section 4.10.3 to incorporate this information. 
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A1-19 EEC  HDD noise analysis 
 
We have revised the text in section 4.11.2.2 accordingly. 
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A2-1 SLNG Environmental Inspector 
 
Comment noted. 
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A2-2 SLNG  Status Reports 
 
We concur with Southern LNG’s assessment of the adequacy of monthly status 
reports, and have revised the text in section 5.5 to incorporate this information. 
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A2-3 SLNG  Turning basin study  
 
Comment noted.  We have reviewed EEC’s turning basin study and revised section 
4.3.3 to incorporate the additional information. 
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A2-4 SLNG  Pile driver noise  impacts on marine 
   mammals and fisheries 
 
Comment noted.  The text in section 4.6.2.2 and section 5.5 has been revised to 
incorporate this information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A2-5 SLNG  Sheet pile bulkhead 
 
Comment noted.  The text in section 4.1.3 has been revised to incorporate this 
information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A2-6 SLNG  Pile driver noise impacts on EFH     
 
The text in section 4.6.2 and appendix J (EFH Assessment) has been revised to 
incorporate this information. 
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A2-7 SLNG  Atlantic right whale strike avoidance  
 
The text in section 4.7.1 and section 5.5 has been revised to incorporate this 
information.  
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A2-8 SLNG  Security and Safety 
 
As stated in section 4.12.5 of the EIS, Section 3A(e) of the Natural Gas Act, added 
by Section 311 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005, stipulates that in any Order 
authorizing an LNG terminal, the Commission shall require the LNG terminal 
operator to develop an Emergency Response Plan in consultation with the Coast 
Guard and state and local agencies.  In addition, Section 3A(e) specifies that the 
Emergency Response Plan shall include a Cost-Sharing Plan that contains a 
description of any direct cost reimbursements the applicants agree to provide to 
any state and local agencies with responsibility for security and safety at the LNG 
terminal and in proximity to LNG carriers that serve the facility.  The Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 mandated that FERC must approve the Emergency Response Plan 
and associated Coast-Sharing Plan prior to any final approval to begin 
construction. 
 
The existing terminal has an Emergency Response Plan.  However, this plan is for 
the existing facility and for current operations and will need to be updated for the 
proposed expansion.  The Savannah Area Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Vessel 
Management and Emergency Plan is a separate Coast Guard document which 
they may also update for the proposed expansion.   
 
Regarding the “emergency coordinator”, we agree that this does not have to be an 
additional person, but that Southern LNG must ensure that a person aboard each 
ship has the ability to perform this responsibility during the vessel transit. 
 

 
 

6-129
                      6.0 –

Public C
om

m
ents and Responses



Letter A-2 Continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Responses to Letter A-2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A2-9 SLNG  Security coordination 
 
The condition requires Southern LNG to coordinate and supplement security staff, 
such as under the MTSA and/or the FSP, rather than to substitute for Coast Guard 
enforcement. 
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A2-10 SLNG  Operational Reporting 
 
Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A2-11 SLNG  Temperature Reporting 
 
Comment noted. 
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A2-12 SLNG  Notification Procedures 
 
Comment noted. 
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A2-13 SLNG  WSA Review 
 
On  June 18, 2007, the Coast Guard sent a letter to the FERC, based on the WSA 
review, providing input on the capability of the port community to implement the risk 
management measures necessary to responsibly manage the risks of LNG marine 
traffic in the Port of Savannah.  As described in this letter, the Coast Guard made a 
preliminary determination that the Savannah River, based on existing measures 
and additional conditions, is suitable for the larger LNG carriers and the increase in 
LNG marine traffic associated with this expansion.  One of these conditions states: 

• Throughout the period of construction and until such time when the LNG 
facility goes into operation, the applicant must conduct an annual review 
of the WSA to identify changes that have occurred to the project scope 
and/or port community since submission of the initial WSA.  The 
applicant shall provide a written statement to the COTP annually 
coinciding with the date of this letter attesting as to whether or not any 
changes have occurred.  If this annual review identifies changes to the 
project and/or port that may invalidate portions of the WSA, the applicant 
must describe the changes in detail and describe any actions necessary 
to update the WSA.  If updating the WSA is required, the applicant shall 
include a timeline for actions to take place.  Prior to the start of 
operations, the applicant shall conduct a final review of the WSA and 
submit documentation to the COTP attesting that the most recent WSA 
on file with the COTP is current and up to date.  Documentation of the 
final review shall be submitted to the COTP between 30 and 60 days 
prior to the start of operations. 

 
The condition has been revised to apply until the LNG terminal expansion facilities 
go into operation. 
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A2-14 SLNG Control of Exclusion Zones 
 
On June 13, 2007, Southern LNG was requested to demonstrate that the GDNR 
understands Southern LNG would have exclusion zone requirements for these land 
areas, as defined in 49 CFR 193.2007, 193.2057, and 193.2059. 
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