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February 24, 2011

Mr. Edgar Garcia

Regulatory Project Manager
Antilles Regulatory Section

US Army Corps of Engineers

400 Fernandez Juncos Avenue
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00901-3299

Re: Additional information requested for Via Verde project
SAJ 201002881 IP-EWG

Dear Mr. Garcia:

peti 12
To facilitate the evaluation of the data and responses previously provided in our lettérof
January 28, 2011, supplemental data and information are being presented. Specifically,
where we previously referenced the Final Environmental Impact Statement, approved in
November 2010, we are providing information to address the issues raised in your

December 22, 2010 letter, and at the interagency project delivery team (PDT) meeting
held on February 1, 2011.

Project Impaets:

Many actions have heen taken, bath in the preliminary planning for the project, and more
recently, in adjustments to the proposed alignment and construction technigues, to
minimize or avoid impacts. In addition o the information provided in our January 28,
2011 letter, these efforts aimed to avoid project impacts inciude the following:

» As previously discussed, the alignment entails a 150 feet sasement, that includes
50 feet of the permanent operational Right of Way (Row), a 50 feet construction
RoW, as well as 50 additional feet of the maintenance RoW. Noetwithstanding that,
when {raversing near towns and communities, every effort has been made to
locate the pipeline alignment to avoid populated areas. Where this is not possible,
the Puerto Rico Energy Power Authority (PREFA} will allow a 150-foot clearance
distance from the actual pipeline location to any residentlal building, to provide as
much setback as reasonable.

= After due consultation with the PR Planning Board, the proposed project was
also rerouted to avold some commercial developments, as well as future
residential areas that had completed the required Planning Board process but
construction has not been initiated yet. The alignment was altered to avold both of
those cases.

» in early designs, the pipeline originally crossed three forests (Bosque del Puebilo,
Rio Abajo Forest and Forest De La Vega). To avoid impact io these forests, the
desigh of the alignment was varied as follows:

a) El Bostue del Pueblo State Forest was completely aveided by moving
the original allgnment more to the west and outside the boundary.



b) In the Rlo Abajo State Forest, no impact will oeeur because the pipeline
alighment will use the existing PR-10 easement in that area. This forest
was previously fragmented by the construction of PR-10. The Via Verde
project proposes to use 8.4 miles of this road right-of-way to avoid further
fragmentation of the forest, as well as to prevent additional impact to the
karst area at said location.

¢) State Forest De La Vega is the only forest the project will directly impact.
However, the impact will be minimal (only (.0086 square mie will be
directly impacted). This 0.0086 square mile corresponds to a length of
043 mile of pipe located within the forest, by the 100 feet width of the
iniial construction area. This constitutes only 0.47% of the forest to be
temporarily impacted. Minimizing fragmentation is an important factor to
promote biodiversity. To mitigate this minor impact, PREPA intends to
acquire land adjeining several sections in Forest De La Vega in order to
connect isolated parts to further minimize fragmentation within this state
forest. These lands will be devoted to conservation. The whole process
will be done in coordination with BNER.

* In the case of wetlands, the impact is a temporary one, and will ocour during
instalfation of the pipeline. As proposed, the project does not involve any
permaneant impact to watlands, so there is minimal, if any, cumulative impact in
association with other actions. To further minimize wetland impacts the
following measures will be taken:

o Limit construction to a right-of-way of 50-feet,

o Demarcate the easement to restrict the removal of vegetation and avoid
impacts to the weatland outside of this area.

o Implement control measures to prevent erosion and sedimentation or
minimize sediment transport to other arsas of the wetland.

o No vehicles are allowed to leak oil or other liquids to pollute the wetland.
If a leak occurs during construction, spill kits will be used fo clean and
remove material {o a control workspace.

The project crosses north and northwest of San Pedro Swamp (Municipality of
Toa Baja), where it is associated with the mouth of the Cocal River and In forested
wetland areas of Punta Salinas. In these sections the pipeline will be installed
utilizing Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) and cross at depths {over 60 Feet)
well below the root zone of trees. The savanna areas of this swamp, which could be
affected by pipeline construction, are (or have recently been) used for commercial
planting of grass. |t must be pointed out that Via Verde project was originally and is sill
designed and pianned fo comply with established USACE Nationwide Permits
associated with the construction work covered under Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act. The characteristics of this particular project are a clear indication of the limited
impact of the pipeline to the bodies of water, mangroves, and wetlands located within the
designated alignment.

Roads will be crossed by the pipeline project utilizing the cross boring technique
to avoid impact to infrastructure and public transit. The pipeline will be installed at
least 4 feet below the road, or as required by the Highway Authority, both state and
federal, as applicable. These sections of the pipeline are desighed to withstand the
weights associated with road vehicles passing over it.



To minimize impact incidental to the effect of deforestation and temporary
removal of topsoil, PREPA will implement a Plan for the Control of Ercsion and
Sedimentation (CES} and a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in
compliance with Environmental Quality Board (EQB) regulations and reguiations of the
US Environmental Protection Agency promuigated for this purpose.

Changing the route of the proposed alignment in the Mogote Area of Manati to
avold impacts to the Mogotes. If any particular Mogote cannct be avoided by routing
the pipeline around It, the pipeline will utilize the push/pull bore method (not HDD) to
funnel undemeath the landscape.

Secondary Impacts:

The entire 92 mile length of the Via Verde project will be located underground, so
secondary impacts are expected to be minimal. Within the aquatic resource the
pipeline trenches will be excavated 4-6 feet deep and this will not adversely impact
groundwater resources and aquifers. There will be no permanent fill and no
maintenance roads constructed in waters of the U.S. No secondary impact is
expected to ogcur to surface sheet flow and/or ground water flow.

(Gas pipes could cantaminate groundwater if the natural gas used during operation of the
project contained dense contaminants (liquid natural gas) and there was a break in the
bottom of the pipe where they can éscape. Also contamination could occur where
compressor stations are located to boost the gas flow. It is important to mention that
the gas to be used in the Via Verde project will nof have the type of contaminant
that is condensed (by specification), or have compressor stations.

Qpen tfrench impacts include increased turbidity, sedimentation downstream from
crossings, and direct impact to sessile wildlife and aquatic flora. To minimize any impact
that potential erosion and sedimentation from land may have on the aquatic environment
PREPA has taken the following measures:

o An Erosioh and Sedimentation Control Plan (CES) was developed and
will be submitted to the Environmental Quality Board for approval. This Plan
will identify the construction easemsnt to avoid impacting other areas; will
identify water bodies that may be affected by construction to protect them;
and will identify drainage patterns to a body of water and locate areas where
control measures such as bales of hay and strainers will be installed. Also, a
CES Plan ingpector will oversee the devslopment of the project, and will
report its findings to the EQB.

o Submit a Notice of Intent to the US Environmental Protection Agency
{EPA) and prepared a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP}.
This Plan will be finalized using the EPA guidance, Developing a Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan: A Guide for Construction Operafors and staif that
accompanies it.

o PREPA will present written notification to the EQB on the initlation of
activities, Such notice shall be not (ater than five (5) business days following
the commencement of any activity defined in the CES Plan.



o In those areas where steep gradients are encountered, slope
stabilization {terraces} will be utilized to reduce runoff velocity and

minimize erosion. Geotextiles will also be installed in these areas to prevent
rain or wind erosion,

o Sediment traps will be installed at points of discharge throughout the
construction site to contain runoff, These traps will incorporate a catchment
area with rocks of different sizes placed to control the discharge velocity of
runoff,

o Slit fence will be installed along with rectangular hay bales along the
perimeter of the 100-foct construction easement to contain any sediment and
avoid transport to adjacent areas.

o Hay bales will be used o protect existing storm drains in impervious
surfaces, where applicable, and will be kept in googd conditions.

Another secondary impact would be effects to water quality from leakage of olls
and other fluids from machinery. Although the possibility of groundwater
coritamination is considered remote, oil and fuei spills that are not addressed promptly
could contaminate the water. To avoid this possibility, PREPA will implement a Spill
Controf Plan Environmental Coordinator project. This Plan will be prepared following the
guidelines of the Code of Regulations Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of the
Environment, Part 112, Gil Pollution Prevention. The plan will be submitted to EPA and
the Environmental Quality Board (EQB) for evaluation. Each Operations Center will
have a copy of the Plan. The Envirenmental Coordinator will provide briefings at each
Center.

During construction, the resident engineer will be responsible for ensuring
implementation of control measures in coordination with Environmental Coordinator,
PREPA will do everything possible to ensure no vehicles are allowed fo leak oil or other
liquids that may affect water quality. If a vehicle develops leaks during the work, spilt kits
will be used to collect any leaks and the vehicle will be removed.

Secondary (temporal} impacts will alsc be mitigated by reducing construction time.
PREPA will apply standards that require surface crossings of water bodies less than 10
feet wide to be completed in 24 hours or less. Water bodies of 10-100 feet wide will be
crossed in 48 hours or less. These crossing will use one of the three “open” cut
methods outlined in Appendix F of the Joint Permit Application. After installation of the
pipeline, topographic contours will be returned to conditions that existed prior to
consiruction to aveid affecting the hydrology and natural cycles or patterns of movement
of water in the surface streams or ditches.

Finally, to reduce any secondary impacts to air quality water trucks will be used to
spray the areas of construction. This includes the construction easement, any mounds
of soil and all Centers of Operations. This will keep soil moist and minimize the amount
of dust that might be dispersed. In addition, haul trucks will be reguired to use tarps to
prevent dust emissions during transport of material on roadways. The tarps will be in
good condition and shall properly tied to prevent loosening and the wind from moving it.



In additfon to the information provided above, the translation of Chapter #6 of the State
Environmental Impact Statement that covers impacts minimization has been included as
Aitachment #1.

Alternatives Analysis:

PREPA recently completed an extended Alternative Analysis aimed to address EPA

concerns and guidelines as presented on December 22, 2010 letfer. Aftachment # 2
includes said Alternative Analysis.

Alternative Fuels:

Attachment # 3 included a translation of Chapter # 4 of the State Environmental mpact
Statement that covers the subject mentioned abovs.

Compensatory Vitigation:

In our previous letter we explained why an extensive compensatory mitigation plan was
not submitted up front with the permit application. Since there will be no permanent fill of
waters of the LLS,, and secondary impacts to these same wetlands is expected o be
minimal due to the size of the pipe and its method of placement, temporal impacis to
the aquatic resource is the remaining impact that may require compensation.

PREPA is prepared to immediately work with the Corps to identify an appropriate goal
for aquatic resource “lift” {o offset ternporal “loss”. In terms of location, mitigafion could
be two types: 1) in situ enkancement or creafion and, 2} land acquisition, preferably
adjacent and identical or similar in ecological value. PREPA is ready to proposs
mitigation "on site", since it is difficult to get land with the characteristics necessary for
successiul mitigatior.

As discussed at the PDT meeting on February 1, 2011, as the pipe is put in place the
cantractor will move forward and “walk” the construction along the corridor. As the
pipeline trench is backfilled with the wetfand hydric soil and topscil, the wetland will be
returned to its preconstruction topagraphy. The vegetation in the areas of wetlands fo
be impacted with opan trench will be allowed to immediately restore naturally, In
wetlands that are active agricultural areas, landowners will be aliowed to continue
planting crops that do not have deep roots. In the rest of the project corridor, i.e,
uplands, reforestation will occur naturally or through mitigation plans coordinated with
Department of Natural and Environmental Resources (DNER), except for the growth of
deep-rooted trees within the 50 foot construction easement (25 feet on either side of the
pipe whenever possible.) A mitigation plan to include reforestation at a rate of 3:1 for
trees to be removed is already required by the DNER and has been agreed to by
PREPA. This mitigation plan will provide habitat compensation by acquiring land,
reforestation of public areas or any combination the DNER deems necessary.

One miilgation opportunity PREPA is preparsd to execute axists at the herbaceous
Cafio Tiburcnes wettand reserve, which has been significantly impacted by agricukiural
activilies in the past. The dominating herbacacus species in this wetland is cattail
{Typha domingensis), identified as an unwanted invasive species by federal agencies.



The mgthod of installing the pipeline in this areas will allow replacing the cattall
vegetation that existed before the construction with a desirable aquatic species.

Cultural Resource Concerns:

Eiforts are being undertaken by PREPA to complete the translation of the Archaeologica)
Study 1A as requested by the USACE during the meeting held on February 1, 2011.
Translation efforts are around 70% complete and final document will be presented
before the USACE in the forthcoming week. -

In the mean time, PREPA's consultants periodically meet with State Historic and
Preservation Office (SHPO) in an effort to secure all data available to ensure that all
dafa has been included in the efforts belng undertaken by our consultants. In a meeting
held at SHPO on February 23, 2011, an agreement was reached to have additional
meetings between PREPA’s consultants and SHPO personnei to discuss the progress
being made in the implementation of the Phase 1B study initiated during the month of
January 2011. These mestings will be also geared to address any particular information

cohcerns that needed to be addressed as part of the consuliation process performed by
the USACE.

MDD Crossing Infarmation:

At the PDT meeting the Corps, US Fish and Wildiife Service and National Marine
Fisheries Service requested information on the proposed HDD crossing lotations to
include length of each crossing and depth the plipe would be placed at beneath the
waterway being crossed. The following information is provided for the HDD crossing
sites still proposed (due to site limitations three previous sites will no longer utilize the
HDD construction method}:

Number Waterway “C"No. Length of HDD Depth of Pipe
Crossing Entry to Exit  Under Waterway

1 Matilde River C1 1,417 ft -50 ft
2 Unnamed Canal C3 1,100 ft -58 ft
3 Rio Tallaboa C5 1,288 1t 08 ft
4 Grande de Arecibo C34 1,185 1t -40 ft
& Grande de Arecibo C36 1,850 ft S0 ft
6 Grande de Aracibo C37 1,200 ft -45 ft
7 Rio Tanama C39 1,360 ft 65 ft
8 Grande de Arecibo C43 1,838 ft -55 ft
9 Rio Manati ce6 1,230 ft -40 ft
10 Rio Manati C72 1,200 1t 48 ft
11 Rio Manati C73 1,910 ft ~40ft
12 Rio indio Cc74 1,387 ft 41 ft
13 Rio Indio C75 1.150 1t 47 ft
14 Rio Indio C79 1,145 ft -40 ft
15 Rio de la Plata C83 1,600 ft -48 ft
18 Mangrove Slough Can 1,300 ft -50 {t
17 Rio Cocal mangroves ce3 4,531 ft -55 ft
18 Uplands at Puntz Salina NA 3,588t 50 ft



19 Shoreline at Lavititown NA 4405 # -55 ft
20 Shoreline at Levitiown  NA 3,782 ft -55 ft
21 Rio Hondo/Rio Bayarmon €95 1831 ft -80 ft

*NOTE: The “C” numbers show the crossing location as identified in Table 5 in the Joint
Permit Application (JPA) and on the Impact Maps in Appendix B of the JPA

The pipe depth at each HDD crossing (none less than 40 feet) will ensure no
channel bed erosion will affect the pipe {and vice versa). This technology will
enable a "dry crossing" well below the river bed. These sections of the project will be
built so the drilling begins at a safe distance from a waterway channel and extasnds
below the bed at an appropriate depth, which was determined by subsurface explaration
with geotechnical borings, In addition fo the eighteen waterwsy crossings, three
locations (18-20) are proposed to minimize the potential for liguefaction and coastal
erosion. At these locations the pipe will be installed by HDD at depths of 50 fest or
more, which protect the pipe from the action of the waves. For this reason, no impact
will oceur to the dunes and the coastline at Levittown.

Another approach aimed to reduce and minimize impact assaciated with the HDD
are the use of temporary construction workpads. For these workpads, a 200 X 200
foot area will be used on both sides of the body of water at the entry and exit points of
the pipeline. Once the HDD crossing is completed, these workpads will be immediately
removed and preconsfruction site conditions restored. At 14 of the 18 HDD waterway
crossing locations the temporary workpads will be located in Palusfrine Wetlands
{previously disturbed by ranching or framing activities). None of the workpads are
located in forested wetland habitat. More detalled information on these workpads will be
provided soon.

As indicated previously, PREPA Is committed to address any and afl concerns presented
by the US Army Carps of Engineers (USACE). [n the event additional information
related with the Joint Permit Application is needed by the Corps, please do not hesitate
to contact us at 503-781-7930 at your earliest convenience.

Cordially Yours,

Andrew Goetz
President

BCPeabody

509 Guisando de Avila
Sujte 100

Tampa, Floride 33813
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cG. Mr. Osvaldo Collazo (CoE)
Eng. Francisco E. Lopez (PREPA)
Via Verde Project File
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Chapter 4. STUDY OF ALTERNATIVES AND SELECTION OF THE ALIGNMENT

The different alternatives evaluated for the execution of this project are discussed in
this chapter. Among said alternatives the construction of a liquefied natural gas
receiving terminal in the north of the island, the installation of tankers and buoys
systems for the receipt, storage and regasification of liquefied natural gas and several
terrestrial alignments for a natural gas pipeline were considered. Also analyzed were
the alternative of using renewabie energy sources technically available in the
commercial sphere and the No Action alternative.

4.1 No Action

The No Action alternative, although considered, was found to be unfeasible due to the
transcendence, importance and public well-being pursued by the project.

In Chapter 6, Impacts and Mitigation, of this Preliminary Environmental Impact
Statement (DIA-P), the direct and indirect impacts associated to the construction of the
natural gas pipeline are considered. If the project is not constructed, the following
impacts are averted:

. The impact of the movement of earth which can produce soil erosion and
sedimentation of bodies of water

. Temporary increase in noise levels

. Limited impact to forest reserves

. Temporary impact to wetlands, mangroves and other surface water
bodies

. Temporary impact to agricultural land

. Temporary impact to water, highways and (possibly) telephone
infrastructure

. Temporary traffic increase and readjustment

. Potential impact to archaeological sites

. Acquisition of land by expropriation

Most of these impacts, in case the selected alternative is constructed, aithough they
cannot be avoided due to the project's construction specifications, can be minimized
and mitigated with engineering measures and sedimentation and erosion control
measures, supervision and the support of agencies and municipalities, among other
measures.

No Action is not indicative of no impact, because faced with the No Action alternative
PREPA wili have to continue the production of electric energy by burning petroleum
products that generate a greater amount of air polluting emissions. The use of nafural
gas represents a significant reduction in the criteria pollutant emissions and others such
as carbon dioxide. This reduction of emissions, acquires greater importance if we
consider that the new regulation of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which
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will become effective in 2020, requires an additional and compulsory reduction in the
quantity of emissions of certain air pollutants. To achieve said reduction, PREFPA would
be forced to install emission control equipment, such as Electrostatic Precipitators
(ESP) or Multiple Bag Collectors (Baghouses for the remaoval of particulate matter),
catalytic converters (for the removal of nitrogen oxide, NOx), and Scrubbers (for the
removal of sulphur dioxide, SO:). This kind of equipment is very costly, which would
require a great capital investment, and would result in an increase in the cost of the
Kilowatt/hour. In addition, this kind of equipment requires a lot of space, which would
represent a difficulty to PREPA, because some of our power plants do not have the
space necessary for its installation. The conversion of our units to use natural gas will
have the impact of reducing emissions to the levels required by this new regulation,
without the need to install this equipment, which requires an estimated capital
investment cost of $200 million dolflars, and at the same time providing a more
economical fuel for the generation of electricity.

In addition, it is emphasized that the maintenance related to units that burn petroleum
derivatives must be made frequently and with higher costs to insure the optimal
functioning of the same. Continuing to burn petroleum derivatives has other
implications, such as a greater frequency of deliveries of said fuels in our ports, which
increases the erosion of the seabed and the probability of spills. The continued use of
petroleum-derived fuels increases the cost of the electric energy service, which in its
stead impacts negatively the Puerto Rican economy and results in a lower quality of life
for its citizens. Of no less importance is the fact that the use of these fuels exposes
PREPA to market value fluctuations, which creates instability in energy production costs
and in the electric bills. All of the above, together with the impact of the new federal
environmental regulations projected for 2020, force PREPA to establish a definite
strategy to avoid a dislocation of the electrical system as a result of the installation of
additional control equipment required by the EPA.

Recognizing that the Puerto Rican economy is directly related to the stability of PREPA,
it is important for the company to comply with its strategic development plans and
maintain a fixed cost structure that avoids sudden peak variations in the cost of the fuel
purchased. Complying with these plans attests PREPA’s vision, stability and
commitment to its clients. In addition, it demonstrates the company's ability to evaluate
complex global situations and develop strategies to diminish their impact, which
facilitates broadening the fuel use options in the future.

After evaluating the local and global dynamic, PREPA developed a Strategic Corporate
Plan 2009-2012. This Plan includes the following parameters, among others:

. Adding alternative energy sources to reduce the cost of fuel
. Protecting the environment
+  Collaborating with ail efforts to improve the quality of life in the Puerto

Rican society
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The construction of Via Verde is the largest fuel diversification project PREPA will be
able to make in these times. This diversification guides PREPA to establish the actions
required to comply with the new federa! environmental regulations in a structured
manner. Together with the above, there are important environmental considerations
that will help PREPA to manage its energy costs effectively.

As shown in Figure 4.1, Puerto Rico
depends on petroleum in a significant Renovable
percent. At this moment, PREPA uses only 1%

No. 2 fuel oil (light distillate) and No. 6
(Bunker C) in its generating units and, at the
same time, purchases the electricity
produced in the AES co-generator in the
Municipality of Guayama (coal) and
EcoEléctica in the Municipality of Pefiuelas
(natural gas). With the introduction of the
co-generators, we began to purchase
electricity generated without the use of
petroleum, but internally, PREPA stil |
depends exclusively on it. B

Figura 2.2 - Diversificacion Combustibles 2008

PREPA’s goal is to reduce its dependence on the use of petroleum, which at present is
68%, approximately, for which reason the plan is to reduce it to close to 12% by 2014.
For this, PREPA has to take action and identify alternative fuels that can supply the
capacity its clients demand. Lack of action would only worsen the dependence on
petroleum, and in times of embargo or high world demand, our island would not have
viable alternatives to generate electricity. [n addition, the No Action alternative leaves a
latent impression that PREPA is affected by sudden changes in the cost of petroleum,
which diminishes the agency’'s economic capacity and, in consequence, Puerto Rico's
economy.

it is important to underscore that PREPA is limited by federal and state permits on the
type of fuel it can burn in its units. The greater limitation is in the percentage of sulfur
the fuel contains. This fuel is more expensive than fuel with higher sulfur percentages.
If there is a scarcity of this type of fuel or if it is not possible to enter into purchase
contracts with the suppliers, PREPA has two options: to cease generating electricity,
which is not viable, or burn a cheaper fuel with a higher sulfur percentage than that
established in the environmental permits and be exposed to fines and sanctions from
the regulatory agencies.

The use of natural gas significantly reduces the atmospheric emissions of pollutants to
the environment. No Action means that PREPA will maintain an investment of capital
to reduce its emissions from petroleum, and will provide maintenance to its units
instead of using that capital to develop a more efficient system that uses a cleaner fuel.
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4.2. Liquefied Natural Gas Receiving Terminal in the San Juan Power
Station

There are millions of miles of pipelines to transport natural gas throughout the world
and over 1,500,00 of these are in the United States. This Nation has eight liquefied
natural gas receiving terminals servicing it. Puerto Rico has one of these importation
terminals, the EcoEléctrica Co-generator in the Municipality of Pefiuelas, which has the
capacity to supply our needs. Even so, the aiternative of constructing an importation
terminal near one of our installations with the purpose of eliminating part of the
environmental impact associated with the construction of trenches for the natural gas
pipelines was considered. Among the three power plants in the North area where the
use of natural gas to generate electricity is contemplated, the San Juan Steam Plant
(SJSP) was selected because it is the only one next to an existing fossil fuel receiving
dock (see: Figure 4.2, San Juan Thermoelectric Power Plant). The dock has the
infrastructure to transport diesel and Bunker C to two power plants, San Juan and Palo
Seco. The other power plants don’t have appropriate infrastructure next to the power
plant.

8B &

Figura 4.2
Cenfral Termoeléctrica San Juan

When we use by way of example the importation terminal existing in Puerto Rico, the
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terminal to be constructed must possess the capacity to receive, unload and store an
approximate maximum amount of 160,000 cubic meters of liquid natural gas imported
over the high seas; in addition to installations to gasify and handle the same. The
construction of such terminal would imply an environmental impact associated with the

different stages of the construction and operation of the same, among which would be
included:

. Constructing, repairing or expanding, as the case may be, a dock for the
receipt of liquid natural gas.

. Increase in the traffic of ships, which has an impact on the ships that
supply us with the products we import, as well as on the tourism cruisers
that use San Juan Bay regularly.

. Construction of a storage tank for liquid natural gas and a gasification
plant. This would occupy an area of approximately 25 acres, in addition to
an exclusion zone in accordance with the regulations in effect.

. Conditioning the navigation channels to support the transit of tankers,
“which would imply dredging and disposing of the dredged material.

The selection of a place for the construction of a natural gas receiving and
regasification terminal requires the existence of deep ports to minimize the
environmental impact associated with the development and operation of such terminal
and the existence of areas of low population density suitable for an industrial
development. :

Three criteria were used to determine whether constructing an importation terminal near
our installation was a viable alternative: location-specific factors, maritime operations
and environmental issues.

* Location-specific factors

o  Availability of the land area: the location must have sufficient space
available to accommodate the proposed instaliation and ali the safety
components required by the regulations of the Federai Department of
Transportation (49 CFR Part 193), the United States Coast Guard (33
CFR Part 127) and the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA, NFPA
59A)}; in addition it must comply with the regulatory distance between the
gasification plant and the liquid natural gas storage tank. The land
facilities would occupy an area of approximately 25 acres (101,173 m?).
They would inciude, among other components: a double containment tank
167 feet tall and 269 feet in diameter, with a storage capacity of 1,000,000
barrels (160,000 cubic meters) of liquid natural gas at a temperature of
-260°F and pressure of 2.0 psig; vaporization or gasification systems to
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gasify the liquid natural gas so it can be transported to the turbines in the
power plants. Other factors to consider associated with the location are
the activities, external and adjacent to the terminal, and the distance or
separation the terminal must observe to these areas of activity and to
densely populated areas (49 CFR Parts 193.2055, 193.2057 and
193.2059).

Availability of coastal area: the location must have available an area of
maritime dock with anchoring facilities for tankers 950 feet long, 140,000
cubic meters capacity and minimum draft of 40 feet. The criteria used to
evaluate whether a port or dock has the capacity for this type of project
are the depth of the navigation channels (over 40 feet), the extension of
the obstacle clearance height (greater than 180 feet) and its proximity to
the liquid naturat gas storage and gasification terminal. The dock must be
approximately 30 feet wide by 1,700 feet long and possess, among
others, equipment to secure the tanker to the dock, a two-level platform at
the end, 40 feet wide by 100 feet long in the lower level and 20 feet wide
by 76 feet long on the upper level, and a spill collection basin in case of
emergencies.

Dredged material disposal site: an area must be located for the disposal
of the material to be dredged to create an appropriate navigational
channel that will permit an increase in maritime traffic and the receipt of
tankers with liquid natural gas and to dispose of the material generated by
the routine maintenance dredging required for the appropriate flow of
ships.

Infrastructure: the importation terminal will require -an adequate
infrastructure that includes a reliable source of energy and appropriate
highways or roads, especially for emergency response, as well as an
access for tankers for the receipt of construction materials.

* Maritime operations

o

Increase in the traffic of ships: the transit of tanker ships is subject to
more restrictive federal regulations than general maritime traffic, which
could influence the traffic of other ships and increase the risk of affecting
other users of the navigation channel.

Access to the navigation channel: the sooner a tanker can arrive at the
terminal, unload, and return to sea, the better the economy of the area will
be. In addition, a shorter channel would diminish the effect in traffic for
other ships due to the maritime traffic restrictions on tanker ships. This is
achieved with the availability of a navigation channel next to the storage
and gasification terminal and with sufficient depth, width and obstacle



DIA-F, Chapter 4: Study of Alternatives and Selection of the Alignment Page 7

clearance height for the operation of a typical tanker ship, which would be
in the rank of 950 feet long by 150 feet wide and which would require a
minimum depth of 40 feet in the navigation channel and an obstacle
clearance height of 180 feet.

o  Turning area (amplitude and proximity): a typical liquefied natural gas
tanker ship would require a turning basin with a minimum diameter of
1,200 feet and a depth greater than 40 feet.

* Environmental issues

) Environmental consequences: minimize the environmental impact by
using sites within a previously impacted area, including the site for the
dock and areas zoned for that use.

o  Compatibility with regional plans: the location must be compatible with the
future development of the adjacent properties.

o Zoning and land use: one of the goals of the project is to avoid or
minimize adverse impacts on the environment due to development. The
site must be located within an area zoned for industrial development to
help confine any environmental impact in previously industrialized areas.

o Distance to populated areas: the location would be catalogued depending
on its distance from populated areas or residences. Avoiding populated
areas will help towards ensuring compliance with the location criteria of
the DOT (49 CFR 193.2055, 193.2057 and 193.2059), which regulates in
regard to the establishment of an exclusion zone, or an area where a
terminal cannot be constructed due to population density. Respect for the
distance established in this exclusion zone minimizes the negative public
perception of safety issues normally associated with liquid natural gas
terminals.

The tanker ships commonly used to transport liquid natural gas have a capacity ranging
from 125,000 m® to 140,000 m®. The longer ships range from 950 to 1,000 feet in
length, with a typical draft of 38 to 40 feet. To insure that liquid natural gas tanker ships
don't run aground easily or frequently, an additional depth of 2 feet under keel
clearance is required. This implies that tanker ships require a maritime access and a
docking and turning basin area in bodies of water with depths of more than 40 feet.

The SJ consists of 32.85 acres {132,941 m?). It receives fossil fuel from the dock
located to the west of it, in the San Juan port zone. Said dock is located on the Puerto
Nuevo navigation channel, east of the Army Terminal dock (see Figures 4.2 and 4.3).
This maritime area was prepared for the navigation of fuel vessels, among others.
Currently, the tankers that service PREPA unload the fuel at the dock on the Puerto



DIA-F, Chapter-4: Study of Alternatives and Selection of the Alignment Page B
Nuevo navigation channel.

According to the bathymetric charts, the anchorage area for the tankers that serve
PREPA has a depth of little more than 30 feet. The maximum depth of the Army
Terminal turning basin is, in just one point, of 40 feet, fluctuating mostly between 35
and 37 feet. This basin connects with the Army Terminal channel which is the one that
reaches the Anegado Channel. This last one joins the channel that serves as the
entrance for every ocean-going vessel to the San Juan bay, the Bay Channel (see
Figures 4.3 and 4.4).
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To prepare the maritime area to receive tanker ships, the navigation channels and the
existing turning basin would have to be dredged to reach a depth of 40 feet and for the
navigation channels to reach a minimum width of 300 feet. The disposal of this
dredged material would present the probiem of finding an adequate site for its disposal
in a way that would not represent a harmful impact on the environment. At present,
Puerto Rico does not have land sites with the capacity to receive or process the amount
of material that would be generated during dredging of such magnitude. Historically, it
has been demonstrated that the majority of land sites for disposal of dredged material

are not appropriate for industrial or commercial development, which would disable the
area for future uses and development.
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The disposal of the dredged material would have to be offshore, in an ocean disposal
site. This presents several inconveniences. The area would have to be sufficiently
large so the amount of material to be disposed of does not have an adverse impact on
the area’s benthic community or the impact is minimal. In addition, it should have the
capacity to receive material from the routine maintenance dredging necessary to avoid
interrupting the continuous fiow of receipt of liquid natural gas. The initial effect of the
disposal operations would be a high concentration of sediments near the surface (due
to the suspended sediments). Carried by the ocean currents, this material would not
necessarily reach the bottom of the ocean disposal site, for which reason the benthic
area impacted would be larger than the estimated. It is underscored that the use of this
disposal option is highly limited, because at present there isn’'t an approved ocean
dumping area near the San Juan bay.

The dredging operations would produce a degradation of water quality due to the fine
suspended sediments, since the dredging activities would take months. The turbidity
plume would affect daily during working hours and up to two hours after the same,
before the sedimentation of suspended material. This would affect the water quality
and, consequently, the parameters of water quality required in the environmental
permits which govern the SJSP, especially the turbidity, sedimentation and suspended
solids.

The docks and ports of San Juan Bay receive annually 80% of the products imported
into Puerto Rico and they play a crucial part in the export process of all kinds of
products. The Port of San Juan Bay is number 17 by size in the world. Over 1.3 million
tourists visit in cruise ships. It receives an average of 700 cruise ships annually. Over
one thousand fishermen use the system every year, with an average catch of 350,000
pounds of fresh fish.! All the maritime traffic in the bay uses the Bay and Anegado
common channels. In addition, the majority of the imported goods cargos that arrive in
this bay, arrive at the Army Terminal dock, so they use the channel to reach that dock.
It is estimated that a liquid natural gas importation terminal would increase maritime
traffic in the San Juan Bay area at the rate of 25 to 60 crossings yearly, depending on
the size of the liquid natural gas tankers used. The tankers would have to use these
three channels until they reach the discharge point of the liquid natural gas in the dock
of the Puerto Nuevo Channel. This represents an increase in maritime traffic that would
affect our economy and tourism disproportionally, for diverse reasons. Among these
reasons are: the high security restrictions on maritime traffic, which preclude other
users from using the navigation channels or the dock simultaneously with the tanker
ships.

The San Juan Bay Estuary (EBSJ) is composed of several bodies of water. Of these,
one of the most important is the San Juan Bay. The EBSJ offers food and shelter to: 8
animal and 17 plant species in danger of extinction such as the West Indian Manatee

1http://www.estuario.org/
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( Trichechus manatus) and several species of marine turtles, among them the hawksbill
turtle (Eretmochelys imbricata) and the leatherback turtle (Dermochelys coriacea); 160
species of bird, such as the brown pelican {(Pelecanus occidentalis) and the great egret
(Egrefta alba egrefta); 19 species of reptiles and amphibians, such as the coqui frog
(Eleutherodactylus coqui) and the Puerto Rican boa (Epicrates inornatus); 124 species
of fish, such as the tarpon (Megalops aflanticus) and the sncok (Centropomus
undecimalis); 300 species of wetland plants. The estuarine system sustains resident
and migratory species and also external species that exit through one of the system’s

three outlets to the ocean.? '

The body of water nearest to the SJSP is the Puerto Nuevo Bay, which is part of the
San Juan Bay. An area of microalgae exists near the turning basin for vessels in the
Army Terminal dock. The existence at that location of mats of Gracifaria Sp., and, in
lesser quantities, of Enteromorpha sp., were reported. Associated with these
microalgae, the presence of an abundant population of invertebrates was reported,
among which are: tube worm (Onuphia sp.), blue crab (Callinectes sp.) and some
classes of bivalves (Corbula contracta and Diplodonta semiaspera). There is no
evidence of coral reefs in the SJSP area.

The area of the Constitution Bridge and the entrance to the Martin Pefia Canal, which
are part of the EBSJ, were designated as costal Critical Wildlife Areas. The same are
near the shores of the SJSP. However, there is no mangrove growth in the vicinity of
the power plant.

Among the mega invertebrates are: Callinectes sp., Micropanope sp., and the pink
shrimp (Pemaeus duorarum). Although no fish studies have been conducted in the
vicinity of the SJSP, it is reasonable to expect that the same are those found in the San
Juan Bay. Among the fish found in this bay are: tarpon (Megalops atlantica), guppy
(Lebistes reficulatus), Lepomis macrochirus, Elops saurus, Eleotris pisonis and lcfalurus
punctatus. No species of vertebrate wildlife, protected or endangered, are perceived
near the SJSP.

However, in studies that cover the coastline from Punta Las Marfas to Punta Boca
Juana {the mouth of the La Plata River), which includes the San Juan Bay (see Figure
4.5), threatened and endangered species were seen, such as: green turtle (Chelonia
mydas), hawksbill turtle (Eretmochelys imbricata), leatherback turtle (Dermochelys
coriacea), West Indian Manatee (Trichechus manatus), the brown pelican (Pelecanus
occidentalis) -recently removed from the endangered species list- and an as yet
unidentified school of dolphins. These turtles and manatees were not seen in the
lagoons, canals or the bays that were in the study area or near the SJSP, although the
brown pelican was seen near this power plemt.3

2 http://www.estuario.org/

3Section 3l6(a) and (b), Demonstration, San Juan Power Plant; ENSR; July,
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_FIGURA 4.5
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It is anticipated that an importation terminal, in combination with the existing SJSP
system, will cause an impact on the water temperature in the Puerto Nuevo Bay, the
body receiving the cooling and discharge waters of the power plant. The temperature
of the discharged waters of the importation terminal would exceed the water's ambient
temperatures, especially during the winter and spring months. This would produce a
warming of the waters adjacent to the discharge structure during these months.

In addition, the extraction of marine water for the importation terminal’s cooling system,
added to the present extraction of the SJSP, would have a cumulative effect on the
benthic community of the Puerto Nuevo Bay and, in consequence, the San Juan Bay,
especially on the community of microalgae. It is to be expected that a loss of these
would have an impact on the local populations of invertebrates and fish, added to the
impact that the already mentioned turbidity and sedimentation associated with dredging
would have on these species. Also, the rise in the discharge temperature would affect
water quality and, consequently, the water quality parameters required in the
environmental permits which govern the SJSP, specifically temperature.

The installation of the components of an importation terminal in the SJSP area would
occupy a surface area of 25 acres, approximately. The SJSP covers 32.85 acres and
does not have any free space (see Figure 4.1). The space is totaily occupied by its
diverse systems, among which are included: generating units, service and fuel reserve
tanks, plants to demineralize and treat water, water storage tanks, cooling towers,
buildings for warehouses, offices and laboratories. An importation terminal must
comply with the regulations that regulate, among other things, the spaces that must be
kept between the different elements inside the terminal (such as the distance between
the liquid naturat gas storage tank and the vaporizers) and the space that must be kept
between the terminal itself and populated areas (exclusion zone). This, in compliance

1997.
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with regulations 49 CFR 193, 33 CFR 127 and NFPA 59A. Locating the different
elements of the importation terminal in the areas around the SJSP, outside of it, would
not comply with these standards, not only because of how distant they would be from
each other, but also because there isn't enough free and available space in the
surroundings. Also the exclusion zone required by regulations would be unavailable,
because the SJSP is located in one of the most densely populated areas of Puerto
Rico.

The alternative of constructing an importation terminal in or near the SJSP is not a
viable one to comply with the purpose of eliminating the environmental impact
associated with the construction of trenches for the natural gas pipeline. Even if the
construction of the importation terminal were to materialize, it would be necessary to
carry natural gas to the other power plants in the north area, Palo Seco and
Cambalache. This would have to be by the construction and installation of a pipeline to
transport natural gas. The construction, installation and operation of said terminal does
not exclude the environmental impact the construction and installation of a pipeline to
transport natural gas would bring.

In addition to the environmental factors, costs and space limitations for the construction
of an importation terminal in or near the SJSP, we have to consider that the process of
construction and operation of a natural gas importation terminal is complex. Obtaining
the permits and endorsements for the same are regulated by the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC). Taking by comparison the importation terminal
existing in Puerto Rico, EcoEléctrica, the process of studies and permits together with
the construction and beginning of operations can take between 6 and 7 years. The
previously featured data of the time to obtain the permits and the construction of these
facilities are supported by information obtained from projects recently developed in the
United States, which are described in the table illustrated below:

Evaluated Area Information Permits Construction | Average Total
Collection Time | Approval Time Time Time
Gulf 1 year 1.5 years 3 years 5.5 years
East 1 year 2-3 years 3 years 6 to 7 years
West 1 year 2-3 years 3 years 6 to 7 years

Through this observation, PREPA doesn't pretend to circumvent the permit processes
before the federal agencies. The purpose of evaluating the times it takes to establish
this type of project is to identify an option that could respond to the energy infrastructure
crisis in an opportune and diligent manner.

This reality would turn the alternative of constructing an importation terminal into a
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medium-term project, which would not satisfy our need for an immediate project to bring
about the transition from petroleum to renewable sources of energy. The construction -
- cost of the existing terminal was over $570 million in 1995 dollars. When we consider
the cost of the present dollar and add the cost, as we indicated before, of the
construction of a pipeline to transport natural gas which would connect the power plants
of the north of the island, the project would be too onerous because it would surpass a
billion dollars. Being a project of the Government of Puerto Rico, it would have to be
financed through bond issues, which limits the savings in the electric energy bills.

The construction of an importation terminal inside or near the grounds of the SJSP as
an alternative is not viable when the physical situation of the area is compared with the
physical conditions required by this type of terminal. In addition, the environmental
consequences in the area would be adverse and above all the time required to
compiete the approval of permits, as well as the construction time, would not permit a
response to the energy infrastructure crisis in the least possible time. When the.
evaluation criteria were applied to this project, together with the previously described
data, deficiencies were found that make it little or not viable at all. Although there is a
maritime dock area, as opposed to the other power plants in the north area, it does not
comply with the depth requirements or with the capacity for the anchorage of tanker
ships of this kind. Were this alternative to materialize, there is no area for the disposal
of dredged material and the dredging activity would be adverse to the area's benthic
system and it would affect the water quality parameters the SJSP must comply with.
Maritime traffic would be highly compromised because there is only one entrance
channel to the San Juan Bay (Bay Channel) and the Anegadc Channel is the only
passageway to the tankers’ discharge area. This would greatly affect the local
economy, as well as the tourism industry.

4.3 Tankers and Buoys System

PREPA considered the installation and operation of a system of tankers and monocbuoy
for the receipt, storage, regasification and transport of natural gas to each one of the
north area power plants as one of the alternatives to the project.

These systems of tankers and buoy, known as Deepwater Ports, suppose the
construction of a receiving terminal for compressed natural gas (CNG) in the vicinity of
each one of the power planis. This terminal would receive the gas from a station
located some 5 km offshore, in which a tanker bringing the natural gas from its
exportation point would anchor and couple. Said tanker would have a regasification
unit that would couple to a buoy that holds and keeps afloat the connection lines from
the tanker to the pipeline lying on the ocean floor and will transport the compressed gas
to the receiving terminal near the power plant. The CNG receiving terminals require a
minimum area of 2,500 m=
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The construction, installation and operation of these tankers and buoys systems are
regulated by two leading agencies: the Maritime Administration (MARAD), ascribed to
the Federal Department of Transportation, and the US Coast Guard, under their
Deepwater Ports Standards division. Other federal agencies with jurisdiction over the
construction, installation and operation of these systems are: Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), Department of
Energy (DOE), Department of State, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), Minerals Management Service (MMS),
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Department of Commerce under its National
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), Pipeline and Hazardous
Material Safety Administration (PHMSA), US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), US
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), and the White House Energy Streamlining Task
Force. At the state level the agencies with jurisdiction are: Office of the Governor,
Department of Natural and Environmental Resources (DRNA), Puerto Rican Culture
Institute (ICP), State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), Ports Authority, Public
Service Commission (CSP), Environmental Quality Board (JCA), Urban Planning Board
(JPU) and the Electric Power Authority (AEE).

PREPA would request a private company experienced in the matter, to design,
construct and operate the tankers and buoy system. This would have an approximate
annual cost fo PREPA of 70 to 80 million dollars, subject to signing a contract with said
company for a term of not less than 20 years. At the end of the 20 years, the total cost
would be some 1.6 billion dollars.

The process to obtain the permits for the construction and operation of these systems
begins by filing an application with the MARAD. The authority to grant licenses for the
construction and operation of the tanker systems which was conferred on the Federal
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Secretary of Transportation under the Deepwater Port Act, as amended, was delegated
on this office in 2002. The temporary regulation 33 CFR, Parts 148, 149 and 150,

which govern the license application process

for the construction and operation of these Dﬁ;?;ﬁ
systems, arises under this law.
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In parallel form to the process before the MARAD, the applicant must comply with the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), which usually takes
some 240 days from the moment in which the application nofification is issued. During
this 240-day period, other agencies intervene and the Environmental Impact Statement
is produced. Also in parallel form the permits and endorsements from the state sphere
are procured. The Environmental Impact Statement generated under the NEPA
process, as well as the data and studies which supplement the same, can be used also
to satisfy the requirements of the state’s Environmental Public Policy Act.

Given that the ownership of the system will be in private hands, one of the most
important aspects MARAD considers before issuing the required license is the
applicant’s financial capacity to construct and operate the tankers and buoys system
under consideration. Moreover, the private applicant must have the financial capacity
to post a bond sufficient to cover the expenses of the complete removal of the system,
once the license expires or is revoked.

In addition, the private applicant must prove that the tankers and mono-buoy system is
in the national interest and that it is consistent with the federal public policies on
national security, energy independence and environmental quality, among others.

4http'.//www.marad.dot.gov/ {March, 2010}
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Neither can the system interfere with international navigation and other reasonable
uses of the high seas, as defined in treaties, agreements or in the customary
international law. At the state level the authorization of the governor of the state
adjacent to the project is required.

The public must be kept informed of the whole process by means of the Federal
Register and through the publication of ail the related documents in the Federal Docket
Management System: www.regulations.gov. In addition, processes under NEPA, as
well as the state processes, provide for holding public hearings through which citizen
participation is assured, similar to the processes established by the Environmental
Quality Board in the applicable regulations (which are designed as what is denominated
as a “NEPA- like process”).

The environmental impacts of this alternative are similar to those analyzed for the
previous alternative. Despite not having to dredge to permit accommodating the great
draft of the tankers, a submarine line would have to be built from the buoy to the CNG
tank and that would have an impact on an ecologically sensitive area such as the San
Juan Bay and its estuary, or in the north coast areas which are considered as critical
habitat for five species of coral in danger of extinction, such as the acropora.

PREPA evaluated the viability of the construction of these systems in three areas: San
Juan, Toa Baja and Arecibo. The criteria considered in said evaluation were
environmental impact, costs, space, time to start operations, permits, security,
environmental justice, and past experiences in Puerto Rico and in the United States.

The annual rental cost would be some $70 to $80 million dollars. The power plant does
not have available space to locate the CNG receiving terminal. t is estimated that the
time required to make the system operational, in compliance with all the applicable
state and federal legislation, will be between § and 8 years. The permit process is
complicated and costly, which together with the area’'s physical limitations, limits
keeping this alternative as a viable one fo respond to the energy infrastructure crisis.
The pipeline on the ocean floor to the area of the San Juan Power Plant would run
through an area of intense maritime traffic, which would raise safety and Homeland
Security issues, this being a national and international port. There are low-income
communities near the project which could be affected, for which reason in an
environmental justice analysis the project would probably not be favored. The San
Juan Power Plant is in the vicinity of CAPECO where there was an explosion on
October 23 of 2009 that affected the nearby communities, which is still very recent in
their memories and could support the opposition's position, even if it is an allegation
lacking in merit. The project would entail impacts on San Juan Bay and its estuary. For
all the reasons set forth above, the construction of the system for the San Juan Power
Plant within the time frame required for the action under consideration was discarded.
As a consequence, the supply of natural gas to this power plant will have to be
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unavoidably through a natural gas pipeline.
4.3.2. System Analysis for the Palo Seco Power Plant in Toa Baja

The annual rental cost would be some $70 to $80 million dollars. The power plant does
not have available space to locate the CNG receiving terminal. It is estimated that the
time required to make the system operational, in compliance with all the applicable
state and federal legislation, will be between 5 and 8 years. The permits process is
complicated and costly. In the area of the Palo Seco Power Plant there are low-income
communities near the project which could be affected, for which reason in an
environmental justice analysis the project would probably not be favored. The Palo
Seco Power Plant is in the vicinity of CAPECO where there was an explosion on
.October 23, 2009 that affected the nearby communities, a situation that is still very
recent in their memories and could support the opposition’s position, even if it is an
allegation lacking in merit. Another aspect which must be taken in consideration during
the analysis of this option is the fact that the energy of the Atlantic Ocean is significant,
which possibly would require specialized construction techniques for the mono-buoy
system in said area. The construction of this alternative would have an environmental
impact on the Boca Vieja Bay. For all the reasons set forth above, the construction of
the system for the Palo Viejo Power Plant within the time frame required for the action
under consideration was discarded. As a consequence, the supply of natural gas to
this power plant will have to be unavoidably through a natural gas pipeline.

4.3.3. System Analysis for the Cambalache Power Plant in Arecibo

The annual rental cost wouid be some $70 to $80 million dollars. The power plant does
not have available space to locate the CNG receiving terminal. It is estimated that the
time required to make the system operational, in compliance with all the applicable
-state and federal legislation, would be 5 to 8 years. The permits process is complicated
and costly. There are low-income communities near the project that could be affected,
for which reason in an environmental justice analysis the project would probably not be
favored. Another factor that must be taken in consideration during the analysis of this
option is the fact that the energy of the Atlantic Ocean is significant, which would
probably require specialized construction techniques for the mono-buoy system in said
area. As a point of reference, at present the delivery of fuel to the Cambalache facility
owned by PREPA is affected by marine conditions an average of 3 to 4 months a year,
this supports the facts and concerns previously expressed. For all the reasons set forth
above, the construction of the system for the Cambalache Power Plant within the time
frame required for the action under consideration was discarded. As a conseguence,
the supply of natural gas to this power plant will have to be inevitably through a natural
gas pipeline.
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4.4 Use of Renewable Energy

The structured integration of renewable energy sources, intermittent in nature, to
electrically isolated, low-inertia systems, such as the one in Puerto Rico, requires
specialized and scientific studies to evaluate its impact on the levels of stability and
reliability of the electric grid. This is so because this type of system permits a maximum
limit of interconnected sources of intermittent energy before its stability and reliability
are affected. The Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI), recognized world-wide for
its experience in the development of advanced studies in the analysis of power
systems, completed a highly specialized study of this kind for PREPA in August, 2009.

One of the main objectives of the EPRI study is to provide PREPA with guidelines and
technical recommendations that would allow us to integrate, in an orderly, structured,
responsible and scientific manner, intermittent renewable energy sources into the
electric grid, considering the critical aspects of safety and stability inherent to the
operation and the dynamic nature of electrically isolated and low-inertia power systems.
The following conclusions were reached based on the scientific studies of power
system analysis conducted by PREPA and EPRI teams in charge of planning in the
company:

a) At present, the proposed renewable energy projects of an intermittent
nature submitted for our consideration could present challenges in what
has to do with the maximum penetration limits considered in the EPRI
study. This, in view that the reserve requirements in rotation and control
considered by EPRI are significantly higher than the actual operational
requirements, for which reason the equivalent penetration limits studied
by EPRI are considerably lower than the penetration levels under
consideration at PREPA.

b): Because of this, and in order to safeguard the electric system’s stability
and reliability, we must evaiuate the integration into the electric grid of
additional projects of renewable energy sources of an intermittent nature,
regardless of their location in the electric system, until the additional
studies recommended by EPRI are conducted.

C) The required studies must consider the present projections of demand for
electric power, the corresponding dispatch schemes, the integration of
solar parks, the location of the renewable energy projects under contract
and the fuel conversion plans, among other aspects. An update of the
pending studies must be complemented with the acquisition of specialized
analysis tools for high level power systems and with the pertinent
technical training. In this manner we guarantee that the study areas of
PREPA’s power systems can provide continuity to the evaluations
required to transform our electric grid in harmony with Our Strategic
Corporate Plan 2009 - 2012 and with Law 82 of 2010.
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d) Establish, on the basis of scientific criteria for the analysis of power
systems, a strategic plan for the structured integration of renewable
energy sources of an intermittent nature, that do not place the stability and
reliability of Puerto Rico's electric system at risk. We must establish
inviolable limits and percentages of geographical penetration, which must
be safeguarded in a consistent manner for the well-being and
socioeconomic development of Puerto Rico.

In addition, PREPA prepared the following table in which the generating capacity from

some renewable sources that could be acquired is compared with what would be
invested in the installation of generating infrastructure for Via Verde, $450 MM.

Comparative Generation Table

Technology | Computation | Equivalent | Capacity | Adjusted | Generation | Estimated

Considered Base Generation | Factor | Generation | with Via Time for
Verde Permits and

Construction

Photovoltaic $6/Watt 75 MW 32% 24 MW 1,542 MW 1-2 years

Panels

Wind $2/Watt 225 MW 38% 86 MW 1,542 MW 1-2 years

Turbines

Solar $2/\Watt 225 MW 32% 72MW [ 1542 MW | 1-2 years

Heaters

When considering the data in the previous table, we conclude that the use of renewable
energy technologies exhibits higher costs than those obtained by generating electricity
with Via Verde. In view of this technological reality, PREPA proposes the use of the
Via Verde infrastructure as an orderly and effective transition to the integration of these
renewable technologies. This will achieve furthering the island’s economic
development which will in its stead permit investment in new renewable technologies.
In this way, Via Verde will spare Puerto Rico from committing the tactical error Spain
committed by fomenting the construction of wind turbine projects and technologies by
means of the approval of credit and economic incentives. This action led Spain to not

having the capacity to repay those credits, which affected the viability of the Spanish
economy.

In accordance with the previous cost analysis and the recommendations made on the
basis of the EPRI study, we conclude that the use of these technologies in Puerto
Rico’s base generation of electricity is not cost effective and does not permit an
immediate response to the energy infrastructure crisis. At the same time, this
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compromises the island’s economy and affects the quality of life and the well-being of
the citizenry in general.

Although the technologies to use renewable energy sources represent zero emissions
of air poilutants, the installation and operation of these is not exempt of adverse
environmental impact. In fact, projects of this type presented in the island generated
great controversies and concerns related to the environmental impact (deforestation of
extensive areas, impacts on the flora and fauna, impact to critical habitats, loss of
agricultural lands, among others).

4.5. Natural Gas Pipeline
The principal reasons which sustain this determination are:

1. There is a liquefied natural gas receiving terminal in Puerto Rico at
EcoEléctrica, which is located in the Municipality of Peftuelas, which
avoids the investment required to construct a terminal. This is one of
eight importation terminals for this product in the whole United States. In
addition, there are some six export terminals, also in the United States. In
fact, there is one in Alaska, a state with a high incidence of seismic
activity.

2, The historic and projected price of natural gas, according to data
published by the Federal Energy Office, is lower than light distilled (No. 2),
which is the most expensive fuel used by PREPA. In addition, the
projection indicates that natural gas will be cheaper than residual No. 6,
which historically had a price similar to, or lower than natural gas in the
past.

3. The maintenance cost of the units is reduced because natural gas is a
cleaner fuel, as shown below:

ESTIMATED SAVINGS ON GENERARTING UNITS MAINTENANCE USING NATURAL GAS
L COMBUSTION TURBINES (DIESEL FUEL)

A. CAMBALACHE PLANT: Three Units of 83 MW ea

Fuel Maintenance Inspection Cost Amount of Cost of
Frequency Intervals Inspections in 10 | Inspections in 10
Years Years
Diesel 18,000 hrs 40 months $9,750,000 3 $29,250,000
Natural 24,000 hrs 60 months $10,050,000 2 $20,100,000
Cas

Approximate Savings on_Maintenance is $27,450,000 in 10 years (30%).

Se mejora la
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confiabilidad.

B. UNITS 5 AND 6 OF THE COMBINED CYCLE - SAN JUAN: Two Units of 148MW ea

De acuerdo al manufacturero, el ahorro aproximado en mantenimiento es de 30%. Los intervalos de
mantenimiento se alargan por un factor de 1.3 veces. Se mejora la confiabifidad.

IL

STEAM TURBINES (BUNKER C FUEL)

A. PALO SECO STEAM PLANT: Two Units of 216MW ea

Fuel Environmental Environmental Auxiliary Fuel Used for Annual Cost Fuel
Maintenance Maintenance Cost | Steam for Fuel | Auxiliary Steam | Used for Auxiliary
Frequency Heating for Fuel Heating Steam for Fuel
in 24 hrs Heating in 24 hrs
Bunker C 18 months $1MM 3,9004#hr 102,123 barriles $788,440
Natural | Not Necessary $0 0 0 0
Gas
Approximate Savings on Environmental Savings: $2MM each 18 months
B. SAN JUAN STEAM PLANT: Four Units of 100MW ea
Fuel Environmental Environmental Auxiliary Fuel Used for Annual Cost
Maintenance Maintenance Steam for Auxiliary Fuel Used for
Frequency - Cost Fuel Heating | Steam for Fuel | Auxiliary Steam
Heating in 24 for Fuel
hrs Heating in 24
hrs
Bunker C 18 months $1MM 1,950#/hr 51,061 barrels $394,220
Natural Gas Not Necessary $o0 0 0 0

Approximate Savings on Environmental Savings: $4MM each18 months

The existing units are prepared, or can be modified to use natural gas as
their principal fuel without affecting their generating capacity.

Natural gas is a cleaner fuel. its use will help PREPA maintain sustained
compliance with environmental regulations to protect the environment. In
addition, it will help achieve the greatest and most significant reduction of
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- fuel emissions in our island’s history and will allow the agency to comply
with the new emissions criteria promulgated by the EPA for the year 2020.
(See Section 6.18)

6. The technology to generate energy with natural gas is well-developed and
tested worldwide. At the end of Chapter 2 we present data that
demonstrate the use of natural gas in the United States, the number of
pipelines and the terminals for natural gas. Also, we present a table from
which we conclude that close to 25% of electricity generation in the United
States is based on natural gas.

7. There are proven reserves in different parts of the world. The federal
Department of Energy's (DOE) internet page has the most up-to-date
information on the availability of the world’s naturai gas reserves in their
electronic address, as recovered on October 21, 2010:
http://tonto.eia.doe.gov/cfapps/ipdbproject/IEDIndex3.cim?tig=3&pid=3&ai -
d=6. The data included there show that there are natural gas reserves in
all parts of the world that at present amount to some 6,609,346 ftrillion
cubic feet. They also show that there are gas providers as close to Puerto
Rico as Trinidad and Tobago. PREPA, through the processes provided
by law and by its regulations, will seek to purchase natural gas from the
providers available in the market in such a way that its cost is the most
economical, always in compliance with its quality specifications.

For this analysis we used some components of PREPA’s property study made under
contract by Power Technologies Corporation (PTC) in 2006, Corridor and Alternative
Routes Selection Study.

The PTC study was comprehensive, since it took in consideration the whole island.
One thousand (1,000) meter corridors were evaluated and the following criteria were
used for said evaluation: topography, land use, existing corridors and the sensitive
areas. With these parameters, 4-km-long segments were generated for analysis under
the criteria of existing rights of way or land routes outside the existing rights of way.

Then, 100-meter corridors were created to be used as route alternatives, which were
associated with different values and different weights of limiting factors. The route
alternatives associated with the least limiting factors were analyzed by experts familiar
with the route selection criteria for this kind of project. Restriction maps were created in
the final round of analysis, which were used to identify different corridor options. Then,
the corridor options were refined with other factors such as: individual residences, minor
topographic variations, sensitive habitats identified during the field visits, construction
methodology in areas of greater difficulty, such as: steep slopes, bridges and densely
populated areas.

Finally, PTC identified for PREPA several routes to carry natural gas to different points
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in the isfand. Among these are our installations in Arecibo, San Juan and Palo Seco,
which are Via Verde's focal points. ‘

This study suggested two alignments to transport the natural gas from EcoEléctrica to
the Cambalache Power Plant;

. South-North Alignment A

Starting at EcoEléctrica, with a northeast route cross-country until the Municipality of
Ponce and then through the right of way of PR-10, continuing through the Municipality
of Adjuntas and the Municipality of Utuado. In the Municipality of Utuado the trajectory
veers away from the PR-10 corridor, but continues parallel to it until it reaches the
Municipality of Arecibo. In said municipality it runs through the northern plains until it
reaches the Cambalache Power Piant. This alignment traverses a total of 45.1 miles.
This alignment was denominated the I-10 Overland alignment.

. South-North Alighment B

Starting at EcoEléctrica, and taking one of two options to reach PR-10. One of the
options is the right of way projected for the Southern Gas Pipeline from the Municipality
of Ponce; the other is to take the PR-10 right of way from the Municipality of Guayanilia,
through the Municipality of Pefiuelas. Both options reach the west of the Municipality of
Ponce, from where they enter the PR-10 right of way untii the Municipality of Arecibo
and connect with the Cambaiache Power Plant. This alignment traverses a total of 36.8
miles. The study called this alignment DOT Route.

In addition, the study suggested two viable alignments to transport the natural gas from
Cambalache to the San Juan and Palo Seco Power Plants:

. West-East Alignment A

From the Municipality of San Juan, through Levittown, it takes a trajectory to the west
and crosses the municipalities of Toa Baja, Dorado, Vega Alta, Vega Baja, Manati and
Barceloneta until it reaches the Municipality of Arecibo. This alignment traverses a total
of 44.6 miles. The study called this alignment the Overland Corridor.

. West-East Alignment B

From the Municipality of Catario, it occupies PR-22's right of way until it reaches the
Municipality of Arecibo. The same crosses the municipalities of Toa Baja, Dorado,
Vega Aita, Vega Baja, Manati and Barceloneta. The study mentions that they will have
to investigate whether this alignment interferes with the Superaqueduct's right of way.
This alignment traverses a total of 45.6 miles. The study called this alignment the DOT
Corridor.
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For our analysis, in addition to the previously mentioned alignments, a third alignment
was included for both sections that were not contemplated in the PTC study. Thus, a
total of three alignments were studied for each section. The alighments considered
were: South-North Alignment A (SNA}, South-North Alignment B (SNB), South-North
Alignment C (SNC), West-East Alignment A (OEA), West-East Alignment B (OEB) and
West-East Alignment C (OEC).

Among the previously mentioned segments, the best alternative was selected for each
one of the sections. When both selected sections were joined, we obtained the
terrestrial alignment with the greater development potential.

4.5.1. Terrestrial Alignments

4.5.1.1. Selection of alignment with the greater development
potential

The purpose of this stage of our analysis is to select a final alignment for Via Verde.
The two alignments suggested in the PTC study in the EcoEléctrica to Cambalache
section and the two alignments in the section from Cambalache to the Palo Seco and
San Juan power stations were selected. In addition, a third alternative was analyzed for
both sections that was not contemplated in the PTC study.

The environmental criteria listed below were selected for the evaluation of these six
segments of alignment. In Addendum 4.1, Criteria Maps, you will find a map with the
illustration of each criterion.

Land use

Bodies of water impacted

Miles of forest or nature reserves impacted
Endangered species

Archaeological finds

Highway crossings

Zoning or ratings

Nearby residences

L] » » - L] L] » L]

The source of information used, mostly, was the GIS technology database, which _offers
environmental information in a computerized manner. Each environmental criterion
was evaluated as follows:

. Land use

An analysis was made of the different kinds of land use throughout the alignment. Non-
residential, public, industrial, agricultural and commercial uses were defined as land
uses favorable to the construction. Land for residential use and environmentally
sensitive lands were defined as land uses unfavorable to the construction. The
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extension of the alignment that ran through land for all the uses was measured and
then the extension of the uses unfavorable for the construction was deducted from the
favorable uses and a final value was obtained. A positive (+) value was assigned to the
alignment that obtained the highest vaiue.

» Bodies of water

Crossings of bodies of water increase the difficulty in the pipeline's construction
because to be able to cross a body of water special construction methods wiil have to
be implemented to avoid adverse impacts to them. This increases the cost of the
projects. All the bodies of water intercepted by the construction were counted. A

positive (+) value was assigned to the alignment with the least number of intercepted
bodies of water.

. Forests or nature reserves

The forests and nature reserves are protected areas for their high ecological value.
One of the criteria considered for the selection of the Via Verde alignment is to avoid or
minimize, as much as possible, impact on these areas. The extension of the alignment
that crossed through the different forests or reserves was measured. A positive (+)

value was assigned to the alignment that crossed through less areas of forests and
reserves.

. Endangered species

in Puerto Rico there are several species of fauna and flora listed as protected or
endangered. The habitats for such species are highly protected by state and federal
regulations. One of the criteria considered for the selection of the Via Verde alignment
is to avoid or minimize as much as possible the impact to these habitats. The
extension of the alignment that crossed through the protected habitats was measured.
A positive (+) value was assigned to the alignment that crossed the least protected
habitats.

. Archaeological and architectural finds

Areas with archaeological and architectural finds are protected due to their historic,
social and cultural value. They are protected by state and federal laws. All the
archaeological and architectural finds which would be intercepted by the alignment
were counted. A positive (+) value was assigned to the alignment with the least finds.

. Highway crossings
Highway crossings increase the difficulty in the construction of the pipeline because to

cross them, special construction methods must be implemented. This is so as to not
affect the integrity of the infrastructure and vehicular congestions, which increases the
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cost of the project. All the highways that would be intercepted by the alignment were

counted. A positive (+) value was assigned to the alignment that ran through less
crossings.

. Zoning

An analysis was made of the different land zonings or ratings along the alignment.
Non-residential, public, industrial, agricultural, commercial and not zoned lands were
defined as favorable to the construction. Residential, forested, conservation zones and
historical sites were defined as land zones unfavorable to the construction. The
extension of the alignment that ran through land of all zones was measured and then
the extension that ran through zones unfavorable to the construction was subtracted
from the favorable zoning and a final value was obtained. A positive (+) value was
assigned to the alignment with the highest value.

. Residences

Due to its limited geographic extension, its high population density and its topography,
Puerto Rico has abundant residential conglomerates, especially on its coastal plains. In
addition, opposition to a similar project was conceived in the past due to a mistaken
perception by the citizenry that the transport of natural gas is an unsafe operation. By
the statistics of accidents with natural gas transmission lines, according to the National
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB), that perception is not frue. Nevertheless, to
promote greater trust in the project, this criterion was incorporated in the alignment's
selection process. For that reason, the criterion with greater weight in the project’s
planning was minimizing the number of residences in the vicinity of the alignment. The
residences intercepted by the alignment were counted. A p03|tlve (++) value was
assigned to the alignment with less residences.

4.5.1.2 Matrix for alignment selection

In this stage three alternatives were compared for the south-north section and three
alternatives for the west-east section. For this we compared the percentage of each
alignment or the number of times the alignment would affect the environmental criterion
being evaluated, according to each case. A (+) was awarded to the alignment that
would least impact each criterion. Then the amount of (+) each alignment had in its
favor was added and the alignment with the most criteria in its favor was selected. The
analysis is summarized in the matrix in Addendum 4.2, Matrix for Alignment Selection.

4.5.1.3. Selected alignment

After developing and analyzing the matrix for the environmental criteria considered, we
found that the South-North C alignment was the most favorable. It obtained nine
positive points, while the South-North B alignment obtained three positive points and
the South-North A alignment obtained only one positive point. Also, the criterion of
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impact to residences in the South-North C alignment obtained the highest positive value
of the three possible alignments for this section.

For the West-East section the analysis of the matrix revealed that the best alignment is
West-East C. It obtained six positive points, while the West-East B alignment obtained
five positive points and the West-East A alignment only received one positive point.
Also, the criterion of impact to residences in the West-East C alignment obtained the
highest positive value of the three possible alignments for this section.

By joining the alignments with the most positive value for each section, we obtained the
terrestrial alignment with the greater development potential. That is the alignment
about which the environmenta! evaluation presented in this DIA-P was made.

4.5.2. Variations to the selected alignment

The development of the selected alignment evolved to incorporate necessary changes
due to different reasons: impact the communities in the least, avoid or minimize
environmental impacts, economic factors, and factors associated to the construction. In
the determination of the variations, the main emphasis was on finding the shortest
viable alignment in terms of construction which would have the least environmental
impact and, principally, to be as far away from the communities as possible. The
variations we show below led to the alignment presented in this document, Via Verde.
The illustrations of the variations that appear below contain the original alignment in
orange and the varied alignment in green.

45.21. Variations to avoid communities

The criterion that carried the most weight in planning the project was to minimize the
number of residences in the vicinity of the alignment. During the planning of the project
we found that the initial alignment selected in the study of alternatives ran near certain
communities. For that reason, we determined to displace the alignment inasmuch as
possible so that no communities would be affected for a distance of 150 feet on both
sides of the alignment.

The following variations were made to avoid impacting the communities.

45.21.1. Variation at Seboruco Community, Pefiuelas

Initially, the alignment was some 300 feet
from this community. We made the decision
to move the line away some 300 feet to the
south, because there was space available.
In addition, this change did not affect other
communities. Finally, the present alignment
is at a distance of some 600 feet away from
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this community.

4521.2 Variation at Urbanizaciéh Monte Santo, Peituelas

Initially, the alignment ran on the east side
of Urbanizacion Monte Sanio. With this
alignment, four residences were less than
150 feet away from the alignment. By
making this change, it was reduced to only
one residence.

4521.3. Variation at Universidad de la Montaiia, Utuado

Initially, the alignment impacted land
belonging to Universidad de La Montafia. By
incorporating this variation, the alignment
diminishes the impact to these lands and
now it is more than 800 feet away from the
university’s buildings.

45.21.4. Variation at Urbanizacion Jardines de Mdnaco, Manati

@ The alignment was some 400 feet away from
i this urbanization and affected several
residences in the nearby communities. It was
B decided to move the line away an additional
| 400 feet because there was space available.
I In addition, this change benefitted the
adjacent houses which were within a distance
of 150 feet from the project. Finally, the
present alignment is some 800 feet away
from the Jardines de Ménaco communities.
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45.21.5. Variation at La Gria Sector and El Polvorin Ward, Manati

g Initially, the alignment impacted the La Grda
Sector, cutting directly across it.  Nine
M residences would be affected. By making
j this change we were able to avoid this
B community and at present it is more than
3,000 feet away.

4.5.2.1.6. Variation at Bethel Sector, Pugnado Afuera Ward, Vega Baja

Initially, the alignment affected the Bethel
Sector. Several residences would be within
150 feet of this alignment. By incorporating
this variation, we were able to move the
alignment more than 300 feet away.

4.5.2.1.7. Variation at El Indio Sector, Almirante Norte Ward, Vega Baja

Initially, the alignment impacted more than ten

residences in the El Indio Sector. By making

§ this change, we were able to avoid impacting

these residences. We were able to move the

B proposed alignment-more than 300 feet away
§ from this community.
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4.5.21.8. Variation at Mameyal Playa Community, Toa Baja

Initially, the alignment affected the Mameyal
Playa Sector. Several residences in this
sector were within 150 feet of this alignment.
By incorporating this variation, we were able
to move the alignment to more than 300 feet
away.

45.219. Variation at Levittown Communities, Toa Baja

Initially, the alignment affected several
urbanizations in the Levittown area. Several
residences in these communities would be
within 150 feet of this alignment. By
incorporating this variation, we were able fo
move the alignment to more than 500 feet
away.

4.5.21.10. Variation at Villa Aurora Urbanization, Catafio

Initially, the alignment affected this
urbanization. Twelve residences of this
sector would be within 150 feet of this
alignment. By incorporating this variation we
were able to keep these residences more
than 200 feet away.
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4.5.2.1.11, Variation at Puente Blanco Community, Cataﬁo-Guaynabo

Initially, the alignment affected the Puente

Blanco community, Several residences in this

sector would be within 150 feet of this

alignment. By incorporating this variation we

were able to keep these residences more
than 150 feet away. '

4.5.21.12. Variation at Miraderos de Sabana Walk-ups and the Sabana
Ward, Guaynabo

Initially, the alignment affected the Sabana

Sector and the Miraderos de Sabana Walk-

ups. These would be within 150 feet of this

alignment. By incorporating this variation we

K were able to keep the Walk-ups more than

A 200 feet away and the Sabana Sector
g residences more than 250 feet away.

4.5.2.2. Variations to minimize the project’s economic impacts

4.5.2.21. Variation at PR-22, in the Municipalities of Vega Alta and
Dorado

initially, the alignment impacted 5 miles of
g private lands in the municipalities of Vega
Alta and Dorado, which would represent a
high cost in the acquisition of the right of way
for this alignment. By incorporating this
variation, we were able to use the Highways
Authority right of way in PR-22, resulting in
substantial savings in the project’s cost.
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4.5.2.3. Variations to minimize environmental impacts

4.5.2.3.1. Variation in Bosque del Pueblo, Adjuntas

Initially, the alignment crossed a small
area of Bosgue del Pueblo in the
Municipality of Adjuntas. To avoid this
j impact the alignment was jocated farther
j to the west.

4.5.2.3.2. Variation in PR-22 in the Municipalities of Vega Alta and
Dorado

| Initially, the alignment impacted the north
portion of the La Vega forest in the
Municipalities of Vega Alta and Dorado. By
incarporating this variation the impact to this
resource was diminished by 30%.

4.5.2.3.3. Variation at La Candelaria Shrine, Toa Baja

Initially, the alignment impacted the structure
& of historic value directly. By incorporating this
variation we were able to move the alignment
out of this area and thus avoid the impact.
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4524, Variations due to construction reasons

45241 Variation at the EcoEléctrica Canal, Pefiuelas

Initially, the alignment crossed the discharge
canal at a 90° angle. To use the HDD
method, it was decided to reduce this angle
because 90° angles are not recommended
for this method.

4.524.2. Variation at the Tallaboa River, Pefiuelas

Initiaily, the alignment crossed the Tallaboa
River in two sections at a 90° angle. To use
#F the HDD method, it was decided to reduce
this angle because 90° angles are not
M recommended for this method.

4.5.3. Changes to the Proposed Alignment

After collecting the comments of the diverse agencies and the general public to the
DIA-P Draft, the changes to the proposed alignment were incorporated to address said
comments and recommendations. These changes respond to various reasons, among
which there are: environmental considerations, keeping it away from existing
communities and future developments. Other changes respond to construction
reasons.



DIA-F, Chapter 4: Study of Rlternatives and Selection of the Alignment Page 35

45.34. Changes for environmental considerations

To address recommendations from the UPR,
and to move away from the historical
archaeological area of the shrine in the
Municipality of Toa Baja.

With this change the number of times the
alignment crosses the El Indio River in the,
Municipality of Vega Baja is reduced.

To avoid impacting mangrove areas in the
Punta Salinas sector of the Municipality of
Toa Baja.
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To move away from the area of the industrial

landfif located in the Municipality of
Pefiuelas.

To move away from the lagoon of lixiviates

on the municipal landfill in the Municipality of
Arecibo.

To facilitate the crossing of the Arecibo River
at the height of the Municipality of Utuado
using the HDD technique so as to avoid
impacting this body of water.
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To faciiitate the crossing of the Arecibo River
at the height of the Municipality of Arecibo
using the HDD technique so as to avoid
impacting this body of water.

4.5.3.5. Changes to keep the alignment away from communities and
future projects

in the vicinity of Urbanizacién Levittown in the
Municipality of Toa Baja, the alignment will be
at a depth of 60 feet and the HDD technique
will be used to cross the area which will
prevent the impact associated with open
trench excavations.

To move away from a future development in
the Municipality of Vega Baja that already
has approved permits from the Planning
Board.
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4.5.3.6. Changes for construction reasons
The following changes to the alignment respond to construction factors due to the

steepness of the topography in the center of the island in the mountainous area or fo
difficulties in the use of the HDD technology.

Municipality of Pefiuelas

Municipality of Pefiuelas

Municipality of Adjuntas
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Municipality of Utuado

Municipality of Arecibo
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8. IMPACTS

The impacts of this project may be direct, indirect or cumulative. Next we evaluaie
these impacts on the different resources that could be affected by the project. The
cumulative impact wiill only be analyzed for those sensitive or critical resources. The
cumulative impact could result from the combination of different effects the project
could have on the same ecosystem or from the combination of different projects in the
same space and time frame.” Thus, the absence of other projects (past, concurrent or

future) is not the only source of cumulative impacts that could result from the
implementation of Via Verde.

The construction of Via Verde will have impacts on the environment. The project is a

lineal excavation that covers 92 miles and affects some 1,191.3 acres of land, most of
these temporarily.

During the studies phase we tried as much as possible to avoid areas of ecological
value, and to avoid significant impacts. For this we consuited with the regulatory

agencies to receive their recommendations before the proposed alignment was
determined.

In cases where the impact is unavoidable, the impact will be analyzed and measures
designed to minimize the negative effects that could develop will be established. The
impacts, although they may have been minimized, wilt be mitigated, in accordance with
the recommendations of the experts that participated in the project's study phase and in
coordination with the regulatory agencies. In other cases, and due to the project’s
nature, the impact cannot be avoided or minimized. In those cases the magnitude of
mitigation will be greater and will require a more sophisticated design.

Next we will discuss the project's impacts and the measures that will be implemented to
avoid, minimize and mitigate the same.

6.1. Avoided Impacts
6.1.1. Communities

One of the criteria with more weight in the planning of the project was minimizing the
number of residences in the vicinity of the alignment. During the planning phase we
found that the alignment selected initially in the study of alternatives was close to
certain communities. For that reason it was determined to esfablish a right of way in
such a manner that communities would not be affected within a distance of 150 feet

Consideration of Cumulative Impacts in EPA Review of NEPA Documents, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 0Office of Federal Activities (2Z252A), EPA
315-R-99-002/May 1999.
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from the alignment. Among the communities that were avoided are: Seboruco in
Pefiuelas, Jardines de Ménaco and Sector La Gria in Manati, Sector Bethel and E!
Indio in Vega Baja, Mameyal Playa Community in Toa Baja, Urbanizacién Villa Aurora
and Puente Blanco Community in Catario, Miraderos de Sabana Walk Ups and Sector
Sabana in Guaynabo.

6.1.2. Areas of Ecological Value

The impact to Bosque del Pueblo Reserve and several parcels dedicated to perpetual
conservation in Adjuntas was avoided due to their high ecological value.

6.1.3. Bodies of Water, Mangroves and Woody Wetlands

The impact to several canals, rivers and all the mangroves and woody wetlands was
avoided through the use of the dry crossing technology known as Horizontal Direct
Drilling (HDD). Among these bodies of water that will be crossed with HDD are: two
canals, one forested wetland and the Tallaboa River in Pefiuelas; three canals, one
herbaceous palustrine wetiand and Rio Grande de Arecibo in Utuado; one flood control
project, four canals, Rio Grande de Arecibo and the Tanama river in Arecibo; three
canals and the Rio Grande de Manat{ in Manati; Rio Indio in Vega Alta; two wetlands
(estuarine forested and palustrine forested), one flood control project, La Plata River
and Cocal River in Toa Baja; two canals, two estuarine forested wetlands and the Cocal
River in Dorado; one flood control project, two canals and the Bayamén River in
Catario.

6.1.4. Structures of Cultural Value
Direct impact to the |_a Candelaria Shrine in Toa Baja was avoided.
6.1.5. Infrastructure

The highways and roads in the following table will be crossed with the boring technique
to avoid impact on the infrastructure an on traffic.

Carretera MP Entrada MP Salida
PR-127 3.09 3.11
Camino sin Nombre 334 3.36
PR-2 3.68 3.72
PR-385 3.92 3.94
PR-132 8.25 8.27
PR-520 9.53 9.55
PR-391 10.50 10.52
PR-391 11.11 11.13
PR-123 15.66 15.68
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Carretera ‘i MP Entrada MP Salida
Carretera Portugués 15.89 15.91
PR-143 16.41 15.91
Carretera Valdes 17.52 17.53
Camino sin Nombre 19.36 19.38
PR-524 20.76 20.78
Camino sin Nombre 22,72 22.74
Camino sin Nombre 22.99 23.01
Camino sin Nombre 23.49 23.51
PR-10 25.35 25.37
PR-111 25.84 25.86
PR-10 27.25 27.27
PR-123 29.80 29.82
PR-10 30.09 30.11
PR-621 30.59 30.61
Camino sin Nombre 34.69 34.71
Camino sin Nombre 35.86 35.88
PR-22 40.93 40.97
PR-2 42.18 42 .22
Camino sin Nombre 47.05 47 Q7
PR-581 53.09 53.11
PR-616 54,96 54.98
PR-816 5545 55 .47
PR-22 55.65 56.62
PR-2 57.32 57.36
PR-149 59.26 58.28
PR-672 62.67 62.69
PR-137 64.76 64.77
Calle Mario Lépez 66.11 66.13
Calle Rogue Cancel £6.21 66.23
PR-674 67.12 67.14
PR-22 68.24 68.28
PR-160 69.18 69.19
PR-676 71.02 71.04
PR-22 71.20 71.24
PR-690 71.69 71.70
PR-2 71.80 71.82
Elevados 74.21 74.23
PR-694/Rampas 74.68 7472
PR-6659 75.92 75.94

PR-

22/Superacueducto 76.15 76.21
PR-694 76.77 76.78
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Carrefera MP Enfrada MP Salida
PR-693 77.07 77.09
PR-854 77.72 7773
PR-165 78.39 78.41
PR-867 79.35 79.37

Boulevard de

Levittown 83.10 83.11

PR-165 84.92 84.94
PR-22 87.34 87.38
PR-22 88.88 88.93
PR-24 90.18 20.22
PR-165 90.33 90.38

6.1.6. Future Projects

Proposed projects with consultations approved by the Planning Board were identified,
according to that same agency’s database. The original alignment impacted two of
these projects (a commercial project in Vega Alta-Dorado and a residential project in
Vega Baja). Said alignment was modified to avoid the same.

6.2. Impacts by Deforestation

One of the project's first impacts will be reflected in the vegetation due to the clearing
and leveling of the right-of-way phase. A 100 feet wide construction area will be
needed. In crossings of bodies of water and highways the right-of-way could be from
100 to 300 feet wide. It is estimated that 1,191.3 acres of land will be impacted, most
of them (approximately 66%) temporarily. With the exception of protected species or
habitat of interest for conservation, all the trees and vegetation in this area will be
removed. This impact is not avoidable due to the project's construction specifications.
Vegetation in wetland areas that is impacted with open trenches will be allowed to be
restored in natural form or by mitigation in a proportion of 3:1, as required. In
agricultural areas, planting of crops that don't have deep roots will be permitted. In the
rest of the project reforestation will be allowed to take place in natural form or through
mitigation plans coordinated with the Department of Natural and Environmental
Resources (DRNA), except for the growth of trees with deep roots within the 50-foot
operation right-of-way (25 feet on each side of the pipeline, whenever possible). The

mitigation plans required by DRNA include reforestation in a 3:1 proportion of the trees
removed.

To determine the impact of Via Verde on areas covered by arborescent vegetation, we
took the following in consideration:

. Nearly 21% of the route will traverse through highway rights-of-way (i.e..
Highways PR-10 and PR-22) and places impacted by previous activities
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(i.e.: CAPECO right-of-way in Guaynabo and Union Carbide in Pefiuelas);

. Two point three percent (2.3%) of the route is on woody wetlands that will
not be impacted because the HDD method will be used (that is, a curved
subterranean perforation well below the root systems);

. Four percent (4%) of the alignment runs through land populated by
bushes (mainly leucaena, sp) of early ecological succession; and
. Fifty-three percent (53%) of the proposed alignment will run through flat

land, floodplains and agricultural lands free of arborescent vegetation.

This leaves us with a total of 20% of the proposed alignment (that is 20% of 92 miles =
18 miles) that is covered with arborescent vegetation. To obtain the amount in cuerdas
(@ unit of land area of approximately 3,930 square meters or 0.971 acres} of the area
that will be impacted, we multiply 18 miles times 30 meters wide (temporary
construction righi-of-way) which makes a total of 221 cwerdas. If we take in
consideration that of the 30 meters of construction right-of-way, 15 meters will be
reforested, we can conclude that half of the impact on areas of arborescent vegetation
will be temporary and that the permanent impact will be on some 110.5 cuerdas. Said
impact wili be compensated at a ratio of three to one through the acquisition of land,
reforestation of public areas or any combination of measures the DRNA deems
necessary.

Finally, we propose to reforest the construction right-of-way temporarily impacted with
native species that provide habitat to the fauna species of the impacted region. The
Péndula (Cytharexylum fructicosulum) and the Ucar (Bucida buceras) are examples of
species that provide food to wildiife (birds) and that will be taken in consideration in the
planting and reforestation plan that will be made even though the AEE is exempt from
compliance with Planning Regulation No. 25 (Puerto Rico Tree Cutting, Pruning and
Forestation Regulation) in its rights-of-way.

The measures that will be taken to minimize the loss of vegetation are discussed below:
. The construction area will be clearly defined to avoid damage in other zones.

. Inasmuch as possible, the land wiil be restored to its original state. Although the
AEE will acquire a 150 foot wide right-of-way, it will only keep free of deep roots
a width of 50 feet (operation right-of-way).

. The AEE, in coordination with the regulatory agencies, will try to avoid the loss of
species of ecological value. However, if such loss is unavoidable, a mitigation
plan will be designed for those cases in which it is not possible to replant in the
operation right-of-way.

. Areas near the project’s site will be reforested in a proportion of 3.1 per affected
individual. This will be done in coordination with the concerned agencies and in
strict compliance with the applicabie regulations. In terms of its location, the
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mitigation will be of two kinds: in situ and by acquisition of land, preferably
contiguous and of equal or similar ecological value to the impacted site. In like
manner, in terms of its type, the mitigation will be made in kind or with different
species that bring about an improvement of the ecosystem, for example, using
trees that provide more food for birds, which will be selected in coordination with
the DRNA.

6.2.1. Forests

Puerto Rico has several forests, some of which are near the project. The original
alignment selected crossed through three forests: Bosgue del Pueblo, Bosque Rio
Abajo and Bosque Vega.

To avoid causing an impact on these forests, the design of the alignment was varied in
such a manner that:

. Bosque dei Pueblo was totally avoided by moving the original alignment
further to the west and away from it. The total area of this forest is 1.61
square miles (4,169,880 square meters).

Area
Impactada Pueblo
)
0%

. Bosque Rio Abajo will not be impacted because Via Verde will use the
existing and already impacted right-of-way of PR-10 in that zone. The
fotal area of this forest is 8.90 square miles (25,050,900 square meters).
This forest was fragmented by the construction of PR-10. Via Verde uses
8.4 miles (13.52 kilometers) of this highway's right-of-way, it avoids further
fragmentation of the forest, and does not add to the impacts such as
mortality of organisms, the movement of species and the introduction of
invasive species.

. Bosque Vega is the only forest that will receivé a direct impact with this
project. This reserve is fragmented in six portions. Via Verde will impact
one of them. However, the impact will be minimal. The total area of this
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forest is 1.85 square miles (4,791,480 square meters). The portion that
will be impacted is 0.46 square miles (1,191,390 square meters). Of
these, only 0.0086 square miles (22,274 square meters) will be impacted.
These 0.0086 square miles (22,274 square meters) correspond to a
length of 0.43 miles (0.69 kilometers) of pipeline that lie in the forest,
times the 100 feet width (30.5 meters) of the construction area. This
constitutes only 0.47% of the forest that will be impacted temporarily. Of
the 100 feet (30.5 meters) of the construction area, 50 feet (15.25 meters)
will be reforested, and only 50 (15.25 meters) will be maintained as an
operation right-of-way, for which reason the permanent impact is even
less and it corresponds to 0.0043 square miles (11,137 square meters) or
0.235%. According to the study ftitled: /ncorporating Biodiversity
Considerations Into Environmental Impact Analysis Under the National
Environmental Policy Act®, minimizing fragmentation is an important factor
in promoting biodiversity. Large areas are better in promoting biodiversity
than small areas and connected portions are better than isolated portions.
Vega Forest is fragmented into six small portions, of which one will be
impacted by Via Verde. To mitigate that impact on one of these portions,
the AEE proposes acquiring land contiguous to some of the portions to
connect two isolated portions. This reduces the genetic isolation of the
individual species, promotes the natural flow of species, energy, water
and nutrients critical to the survival of the ecosystem and improves its
ability to tolerate changes. The growth of trees native to this area will be
promoted or it will be reforested with arboreal species that improve the
ecosystem by providing better sources of food. These land will be
dedicated to conservation. This whole process will be conducted in
coordination with the DRNA.

Area
impactad Vega
a{mc)
G.47%

. The total area of forests near the project is 12.36 square miles. The total
area to be impacted by the project is 0.0086 square miles, or 0.07%. This

2 . \ \ .
Published by the Council on Environmental Quality, 1293.
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percentage is graphically imperceptible.

Area
Total Impactada
{mc}
0%

6.3 Impact on Wetlands and Mangroves

Of the 1,191.3 total acres (4,821,070 square meters the project will occupy, 1,494,
416.65 square meters or 369.3 acres of wetlands were identified and delimited over
which the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has_ jurisdiction. (See Section 3.5.4 of this
document). This means that 33% of the alignment will cross over wetland areas. The
greater portion of these wetlands is located in the north segment of the alignment, from
Arecibo to Guaynabo.

The Project’s route in Cafio Tiburones will traverse areas of herbaceous wetland, which
have heen significantly impacted in the past. Herbaceous species predominate in this
wetland, identified as invasive species undesired by the federal agencies (for example,
Typha domingensis). The gas pipeline installation method in these areas will permit

that, once the installation is completed, the vegetation that existed before the
- construction will be substituted by desired species.

The project crosses on the north and northwest side of San Pedro Marsh (Municipality
of Toa Baja), where it is associated with the mouth of the Cocal River. In this section
the gas pipeline will be installed beneath the root zone of the mangrove trees found in
the north of it. The herbaceous areas of this marsh which could be affected by the
pipeline construction, are (or have recently been) used for commercial lawn planting.

The project crosses outside the Natural Reserve of the Las Cucharillas Marsh. There
will be no filing over the wetlands. The 50 feet wide operation right-of-way allows for
_the colonization and development of herbaceous and arbustive species, although not of
trees, for which reason it is expected that the vegetation adjacent to the operation right-
of-way will recolonize this strip after the Project’s construction phase. As proposed, the
Project will not include the removai of trees in the wetlands. On the occasions in which
the rout runs in arboreal wetland areas, the installation of the gas pipeline will be made
under the root zone of the trees, using an HDD system. In this manner, once the gas



BEE Via Verde, DIA-F, Chapter & Page 9

pipeline is installed, the topbgraphic contours will be returned to conditions that existed
before the construction to avoid affecting the hydrology and the natural nutrient
movement cycles or patterns.

In the case of wetlands the impact is temporary, during the installation of the pipeline
that transports natural gas. As proposed, the Project does not entail permanent impact
in the wetlands, so it is not related to cumulative impacts that result from other actions.

The pipeline’s installation in the forested areas of Punta Salinas will be made mostly
with HDD, which crosses under the trees’ root zones. In the other forested areas,
which are not in wetlands, where the installation of the pipeline will not be by HDD, the
open trench method will be used. The mitigation plan for the Project's impacts will
include the necessary measures to compensate for the loss of forest.

It is important to state that the impact on the wetlands will have a temporary effect only
during the construction process, because immediately after the pipeline has been
installed, the origina! conditions will be restored. No permanent impact is expected that
will be detrimental to the wetlands. Because the nature of wetlands is complex, it is
necessary to establish first the subject of the impact, which can be the vegetation, the
hydrology, or the soii of the wetland, or the group of species developing in it. The
following discussion is in regard to the possible impact to the hydrology of the wetlands
due to the installation of the 24-inch diameter pipeline and the anchoring structures
necessary to prevent flotation. Wetlands are nourished mainly from direct rainfail, from
surface runoff and from the underlying underground water.

Direct rainfall, although it is easy to quantify with the help of a pluviometer, is generally
the lesser contributor to the wetland in relation to the water runoff and the subterranean
contribution. The amount of water feeding the wetland from the surface runoff and the
underground water is a function of the rainfall and the catchment area. Most of the
wetlands receive the surface runoff in the form of faminar surface water flow, emerging
water courses, man-made ditches, ravines and rivers. The rainfall percolating
underground maintains the hydraulic gradient of the underground water that determines
the wetland. It is important to mention that wetlands lose water in quantities similar to
the direct rainfall, as its area exposed to sunlight is on the one hand, and by plant
transpiration on the other. In relation to direct rainfall, the project does not interfere with
rain falling on the wetland, all the areas are exposed to rainfall without aiteration of the
natural condition. The surface runoff will not be impacted either by the installation of
the pipeline. Almost all the project is underground, so there will not be any structures
on the terrestrial surface that will have the potential to interfere with the surface runoff.
Therefore, the inflow of water to the wetlands from surface runoff will not suffer
alterations detrimental fo the wetlands’ hydroiogy. Although minimally, the flow of
underground water feeding the wetlands could be affected by the instailation of the
pipeline. Appropriate mitigation measures are envisioned for this possibility.

The project's impact on the wetlands area will be reflected in soil disturbances, which
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will increase water turbidity, there will be temporary loss of vegetation, and impact to
migratory and resident species.

The aquatic species will be impacted by the increase in water turbidity, which
diminishes the amount of dissolved oxygen. Although the species can move to other
areas of the wetland, it is presumed that there will be some mortality in the excavation
area, an impact that is not considered significative. The migratory bird species will be
temporarily impacted because the noise of the machinery and the activity of the
workmen will keep them away from the area of the project, but they will be able o move
to very broad neighboring areas (such as Cafio Tiburones and forested land on 41% of
the island) and use other areas for rest, food and mating.

On the other hand, the use of motor vehicles could impact the wetland if there are spills
of oil or other liquids.

The following measures will be taken to minimize impacts on the wetland:

. Clearing the right-of-way will require the removal of the vegetable cover
(including trees) throughout the length of the area at a width of 100 feet.
This vegetation will be removed from the area to prevent accumulation
and putrefaction. It will be disposed of as non-hazardous solid waste.

. The right-of-way will be demarcated to restrict the removal of vegetation
and avoid impact to the wetiand outside of this area.

. Erosion and sedimentation control measures will be placed to avoid or
minimize entrainment of sediment to other areas of the wetland.

. Vehicles leaking of oil or other liquids that could pollute the wetland will
not be permitted. If any spills were to occur during the construction, spill
kits will be used to clean the material and the equipment will be removed
from the work area.

. Special techniques for construction in wetlands will be used (see Project
Description, Construction in Wetlands and Mangroves)

To mitigate the impacts where it is not possible to minimize,

. The AEE proposes to mitigate for the loss of vegetation on site after
conducting the hydrostatic test.

. A Mitigation Plan will be prepared and the recommendations of the
concerned agencies will be followed.

6.3.1. Forested Wetlands (Mangroves)
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The construction area for the project is 100 feet wide. An area 200 feet wide was
covered for the flora and fauna studies. Within these 200 feet, an throughout the 92
miles of the alignment, four mangrove areas were found, two in Pefiuelas, one in Toa
Baja and another one in Guaynabo. Mangrove areas are important to prevent coastline
erosion (the protection depends on the tree density), as habitat, nesting sites, recycling
nutrients and food for marine organisms. They also filier water and maintain the quality
and clarity of the same. Neither the alignment, nor the construction area will impact on
this resource because measures have been taken to avoid it. To those effects the
alignment was varied in the four mangrove areas so it would not run over the same.

6.4. Impacts Caused by Soil Movement

The movement of soil for the construction of the project is approximately 1,181,966
cubic meters. The major impact of activities that involve deforestation and soil
movement is soil erosion and the subsequent sedimentation in the bodies of water.
The soil that reaches the bodies of water can degrade water quality by an increase in
turbidity, entrainment of pollutants and reduction of the amount of dissolved oxygen,
which can interfere with the respiration of aquatic organisms. To minimize this impact
incidental to the impact caused by deforestation and removal of the vegetable cover,
the AEE will establish an Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan (CES Plan) and a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), in compliance with the regulations the
Environmental Quality Board (JCA) and the EPA have promulgated to those effects.
(See Section 6.1.2). The CES Plan is an indispensable requirement for the General
Consolidated Permit that will be obtained for the construction of Via Verde, once we
have the certification of compliance with Article 4.B.3. of the Environmental Public
Policy Act, Law No. 416 of September 22, 2004 (Law 4186).

The movement of soil also generates emissions of fugitive dust that reduce visibility in
the atmosphere, transports pollutants and could exacerbate respiratory conditions in
susceptible persons. To those effects the AEE will adopt adequate controls to control
fugitive dust in compliance with the regulation the Environmental Quality Board (JCA)
promulgated to those effects. (See Section 6.1.1). These controls are indispensable
requirements for the General Consolidated Permit that will be obtained for the
construction of Via Verde, once we have the certification of compliance with Article

4.B.3. of the Environmental Public Policy Act, Law No. 416 of September 22, 2004 (Law
4186).

Although the necessary measures for the control of fugitive dust will be established,
there may be a cumulative impact, because it is impossible to eliminate the emissions
completely. In certain areas of the project there may be constructions that coincide with
the construction of Via Verde and contribute to increase fugitive dust in the air.

in agricultural areas the movement of soil can cause adverse impacts on agriculture, if
there is poor management of the nutrient-rich top soil. There is also soil compaction
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due to the traffic of heavy machinery, which could reduce the soil’s absorption capacity.

The removal of vegetation increases the potential for the introduction and establishment
of invasive species and reduces the habitat available to fauna.

Next we discuss the general measures that will be taken to minimize the impacts of soil
movement. The specific measures will be presented with the request of the General
Consolidated Permit,

6.4.1. Fugitive dust emissions

The construction of Via Verde will cause the emission of fugitive dust in all the stages of
the project: clearing and leveling of the right-of-way, excavation of trenches and
restoration. There will also be emissions during the preparation and operation of the
project's Operations Center and the additional work areas. In addition, there could be
emissions due to the transport of surplus soil to the landfilis.

The following measures will be established to minimize these impacts:

. We will request a construction permit for source of fugitive dust from the
Environmental Quality Board.

. We will file a Notice of Intent before the Federal Environmental Protection
Agency and we will prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP). This SWPPP will be prepared using the EPA guide,
Developing a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan: A guide for
Construction Operators and the accompanying template. This Plan
includes the following sections: Site Evaluation and Planning, Best
Management Practices to control erosion and sediments, Best
Management Practices to control refuse, Best Management Practices for
post-construction controls, Inspections, Registration and Record Keeping,
Training and Final Stabilization.

. Water sprinkler trucks will be used to sprinkie the construction areas. This
includes the right-of-way, soil mounds and Operations Center. This way
the soil is kept moist and the amount of fugitive dust dispersed is
minimized.

. It will be required that haul trucks use covers to avoid the emission of
fugitive dust during the transport of material over the roadways. The
covers will be in good conditions and they will be appropriately secured to
avoid their coming loose and being moved from their place by the wind.

The following measures will be taken to minimize the impact that soil erosion and
sedimentation will have on bodies of water:
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. An erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan (CES Plan) will be prepared
and filed with the Environmental Quality Board for approval. This Plan will
identify the drainage patterns and the areas where control measures such
as hay bales and filtering mesh will be installed.

. A Notice of intent will be filed before the Federal Environmental Protection
Agency and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be prepared.
This Plan will be prepared using the EPA guide, Developing a Stormwater
Poliution Prevention Plan: A Guide for Constfruction Operators and the
accompanying template. This Plan includes the following sections: Site
Evaluation and Planning, Best Management Practices for erosion and
sediment control, (slope stabilization, sediment traps, rip-rap, geotextile
mesh fabric, curbs and gutters, velocity dissipation devises); Best
Management Practices for post-construction controls; Inspections;
Registration and Record Keeping; Training and Final Stabilization.

. The AEE will file a written notice of commencement of activities with the
JCA. This notification will be made no later than the fifth (5) working day
following the commencement of any activity contemplated in the CES
Plan.

. The AEE will file with the JCA progress reports of the implementation of
the CES Plan and the development of its activities. The progress reports
will be submitted fo the Environmental Quality Board monthly, starting with
the commencement of the implementation of the CES Plan. Said reports
will be prepared and certified by an inspector in accordance with the
Regulations for the Certification of Drawings and Documents before the
Environmental Quality Board. The Environmental Quaiity Board may
require the filing of reports in different periods than those specified, if they
deem it necessary in their judgment.

The Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan

The construction right-of-way will be delimited to avoid impact to other areas.

The bodies of water that could be affected by the construction will be identified to
protect them.

Drainage patterns to the body of water will be identified.

Slope stabilization (terraces) to reduce the velogity of runoff water and minimize
erosion. Geotextile fabric will be installed to prevent erosion by rain or wind.
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Terraces and geoiextile

. Velocity dissipation devices will be installed to help minimize the erosion. These
structures are constructed with gravel, rocks, sandbags, treated lumber or hay
bales.

.' elity dlsipatlon devices

. Protective blankets made of straw, jute, wood or other plant fibers will be used.
This control method is used in areas with a high potential for erosion, such as
steep slopes and canals, to protect the soil from the impact of rain and erosive
runoffs while facilitating the growth of vegetation.

. The soil mounds accumulated when clearing the right-of-way will be covered with
geotextile and a silt fence and hay bales will be placed around them. This
material will be stored adjacent to the trenches and, as soon as the pipeline is
laid, it will be reused to fill the same. The remainder will be carried to an
authorized landfilt.

. Longitudinal and transversal furrows and velocity dissipation devices will be
constructed to redirect the water and reduce its velocity in mountainous areas.
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Longitudinal/transversal furrows and velocity dissipation devices

. Rip rap of large boulders will be installed to protect the soil from erosion in areas
of greater runoffs.

. Sediment traps will be installed at runoff discharge points :in the construction
area. To construct the trap a catchment area will be prepared and rocks of
different sizes will be placed in it to control the runoff discharge.

e,dlnTp i
. Geotextile will be installed as a separator between the soil and the rip raps to
maintain a solid base.
. The vegetable cover removed during the right-of-way clearing and leveling stage

will be mechanically shredded and reused as wood chips for erosion control in
slopes, as allowed by Law 70 of September 18, 1992, Puerto Rico Solid Wastes
Reduction and Recycling Act, as amended. The machinery to be used for
shredding is a Morbark wood grinder and it will be placed near the work areas in
the construction right-of-way. The shredded material will be stored at the work
site and it will be covered with tarpaulin and hay bales will be placed around the
mound to prevent it from dispersing in case of rain or wind. It will be used in
near the areas where it was shredded to implement erosion control, together with
other measures.
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. A silt fence will be installed together with rectangular hay bales in the perimeter
of the right-of-way to contain the entrainment of sediments.

. Tire washing stations will be constructed to avoid the transport of sediments to
the public roadways.

Tire washing station

. Entries to Operation Centers will be stabilized.
. Hay bales will be used to protect storm drains, where applicable.
. An Inspection Program will be established to insure that the measures that are

installed are functioning adequately. Deteriorated measures will be replaced or
reconditioned. Inspections will be made weekly and after rain events.

With the implementation of all these measures and others, which are identified as
necessary by the project’'s Environmental Coordinator at the moment of construction, it
is estimated that the impact to bodies of water will be minimal.

6.5. Impact on the Karst Zone and other Geologically Vulnerable Zones

Although efforts were made to avoid crossing through the Karst zone, where you find
sinkholes or caves in porous rock or soils eroded by water, a small part of the project
will cross through some portions of said zone. The protected Karst zone in Puerto Rico
is some 151 square miles according fo the shapefile of this resource for the ArcGIS
ArcMap 9.2 software program, of the Department of Natural Resources (August, 2010). .
Of these total of square miles, Via Verde will cross through some 0.08 square miles.
This is equivalent to a construction area 100 feet wide, along a swathe 3.91 miles long
in the Karst zone. In percentage terms, Via Verde will cross through 0.05% of the Karst
zone protected in Puerto Rico.

The Karst zone is a habitat for unique plant and animal species, so all possible
measures will be taken to avoid impact to protected species and in the case of non-
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protected species there will be mitigation. To ensure that no protected species is
disturbed, there will be a biologist in the project at all times during construction in the
Karst zone. This biologist will carefully evaluate the area before the introduction of
personnel or construction equipment in the same and will adopt measures to avoid and
minimize impacts on the Karst physiography, such as the relocation of species,

realignment of the pipeline and drilling through the mogotes, instead of making a cut
across them. '

The construction process will be carried out so that only light, Bobcat-type equipment
enter the Karst zone to minimize the possibilities of damage to the same. Erosion and
sedimentation controls adequate to the area will be established to protect the
surrounding areas and prevent the sediment from reaching underground water. This
Plan will be filed at the moment of requesting the Consolidated General Permit and it
will comply with what is set forth in Section 6.1.2. The operation centers or auxiiiary
construction spaces will be located outside of the Karst zone and the installation of the
pipeline will be made using the pulling method to minimize the presence of heavy
equipment in the zone. The backfill material will be adequate to permit the soil's
hydraulic capacity, since the same material removed will be used to refill the trenches.
In case additional material is required, the same will be selected in accordance with the
geotechnical studies of the area. These studies will be completed before finalizing the
design of the project. Vegetation will be planted in the area surrounding the 50-foot
operation right-of-way. Said vegetation will consist of native grasses and trees and it
will be made immediately after having covered the trenches in a 3:1 proportion.

During the operation phase, the project areas in the Karst zone will be inspected, as
part of the pipeline patrolling program. Nevertheless, special atiention will also be given
to the soil conditions so that any erosion that can be observed or defected is corrected. -
In addition, through the observance of the previously mentioned control measures, no
deterioration to the mogotes will be caused, so the hydraulic function of the Karst zone
will not be affected.

Via Verde will traverse through geologically vulnerable areas with geologic limitations.
According to the geologic information that has been evaluated for the project these
geologic limitations do not represent major challenges or problems to the project. This
is so because the same can be addressed during the design and construction stages.

To be able to address the geologic limitations, what is most important is to identify
them, evaluate their location with regard to the project and know their characteristics.
This is the essential information for planning the project, because it determines the
subsequent studies that must be carried out before completing the design and during
the construction. The geological limitations can be addressed in two ways at the design
stage: either they are avoided by realigning the pipeline in those sections that could be
impacted by some geologic condition or process, or engineering measures are provided
to minimize or eliminate the geologic risk. Once these risks have been addressed
during the design stage and the construction stage has commenced, they are observed
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and the geologic and geotechnical information is documented. This has a double
purpose: confirming that the conditions of the subsail coincide with those on which the
design was based, particularly in sections that require engineering controls, and it

facilitates a rapid response to any finding of unfavorable conditions of the subsoil during
this stage.

The geologic limitations that are being evaluated, and which were commented during
the Public hearings at the JCA are:

1. Slide-prone soils®; several sections, which include the Cordillera Central,
run through terrain whose geology and topography make them susceptible
to slides.

2. Sinkholes - two sections of the alignment cross parts of Puerto Rico's

Naorthern Karst Zone.

3. Liguefaction - a section in the south coast and one in the north cross
through young soils (in geologic terms) which are saturated by the
watertable. These include sandy soils of little compaction that are
susceptiible to liquefaction during a strong earthquake.

4. Geologic faults - the alignment crosses the Great Southwestern Puerto
Rico Fault Zone.

5. Soft soils - along the section that runs south of Cafio Tiburones and
locally in alluvial valleys and costal plains of the route.

6. Erosion - The alignment crosses 10 named rivers and many secondary
stream beds that are subject to erosion during rising waters. Likewise,
the costal sections could be exposed to marine erosion, particularly
considering the rise in the ocean level that started at the end of the last
glacial period and which is compounded by global warming.

The potential impact of these limitations is variable and is described in the fotl_owing
paragraphs, together with a general discussion of available measures to minimize or
eliminate its possible effects.

Slides

3

To the effects of this document, the term ‘slide’ refers to all downslope
movements of masses of soil, rocks and/or a mixture of both. A wvariety of
types of slides occcur in Puerto Rico which are distinguished by the velocity
of the movement and by the manner in which the affected terrain is displaced,
for example: falls, rolls, flows or translational movements.
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The presence of deep residual sails, highly fractured rocks and a multitude of moderate
to severe slopes are favorable conditions for the occurrence of gravitational
movements, for which reasons slides are ubiquitous throughout the Cordillera Central,
since it is the principal agent of geomorphic evolution in the region. For this reason any
construction project in this area must take in consideration, in a greater or lesser
degree, the potential for slides.

The greatest danger slides present to Via Verde is a break in the pipeline due to the
supporting ground giving way, and sliding, flowing or collapsing downhill. Since the
pipeline will be buried at a depth of 4 feet at the minimum, which protects it from
material that could fall from above, the impact of a slide occurring at a higher elevation
of the alignment would tend to be limited to the pipeline access and maintenance
works. At the same time, the project does not require the construction of significative
cuts and once completed, it does not create a condition of increase in the susceptibility
to slides, except in the measure the trench could affect the infiltration of water into the
subsoil, a situation that is addressed through its design and construction. In fact, the
pipeline weights less than the soil it displaces, so that contrary to most construction
works, it does not produce an increase of the loads on the subsoil.

Soon to commence is a study of photointerpretation and field recognition to evaluate
the potential for slides along the route of Via Verde. This entails the identification of old
slides, some of which could continue to be active or could reactivate, and sections
whose geology and topography indicate the potential of instability if the project
proceeds without adequate controls. The study will cover the following sections: the
crossing of Seboruco Hills, the ridges and hills of the piedmont south of the Cordillera,
and the mountains of the Cordillera between Pefiuelas and Utuado. Also to be
evaluated are three short stretches where the alignment crosses one of the limestone
cliffs that form the banks of the Grande de Arecibo and Manati rivers and Rio Indio in
Vega Baja.

In case any stretches were to be found on old slides or in terrain with potential for
instability, we will proceed to evaluate the options of realigning the route or implement
engineering measures to stabilize the soil. One variant of the realignment is to deepen
the line with Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) to cross beneath the unstable soil.
There will be cases in which the final decision will require additional geological
evaluations and detailed geotechnical studies, which would in turn provide the criteria to
implement the HDD option or to design stabilization measures. Regarding the latter,
they seek to improve the balance between the forces that resist the movement of a
mass of soil and/or rock and the forces that induce it to move. There is extensive
literature on the diverse techniques and structures to achieve this improvement, many
of which have already been applied in Puerto Rico. The decision on realignment and
the stabilization works to be used will depend on the geologic and geotechnical
characteristics particular to each section of interest.
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Sinkholes

The Geotechnical, Geological and Geophysical Engineering techniques allow us to
study sinkholes in depth and in consequence to make recommendations, be it for
highways or rights-of-way (AAA or AEE). In this manner it is possible to design these
projects so that the flow into the sinkhole is never blocked. Therefore, the soil where
the sinkhole is located is never compacted or covered, rather it is habilitated to continue
receiving stormwater runoff.

Usually the term ‘compact’ is used as a synonym for refilling with processed
allochtonous material, which in typical cutting and filling projects has relatively low
permeabilities. The case at hand is not a typical cut and fill project. The sinkhole is

habilitated with filters designed to permit the fiow of water whenever the project requires
it.

Techniques in geotechnical, geologic engineering and geophysics allow us to model the
sinkholes in two and three dimensions. This permits us to evaluate and analyze the
sediments naturally accumulated in the bottom of the sinkholes and the limestone rocks
underlying the sinkhole, which are at the same time the walls of the sinkhole.

Studies made during the 80's, 90's and 2000 decades have contributed to our
knowledge of the formation and the hydraulic mechanics of sinkholes. This includes
the detection of cavities in the sediments and cavities in the limestone rocks.

Regarding the publication “Karst Formation in Puerto Rico, a Vital Resource”, the three
problems they mention (differential compaction, suffusion and cavity collapse) have
been considered in projects already made in Puerto Rico during the past 30 years (i.e.:
PR-10 between Arecibo and Utuado) and will be considered in the Via Verde project.

Hydrology and hydraulics techniques, added to water injection tests in water injection
wells, all of it monitored by water flow and amount of precipitation gauges at different
periods of recurrence, has allowed us (since the 1980's) to establish: a)the sinkhole’s
filtration capacity, and b)jthe filtration capacity of the same sinkhole after habilitating it
with filters designed to permit {(and not restrict) the flow of water into them.

This type of design is a multidisciplinary one in which Geotechnical Engineering is
combined with the design of pipelines, highways, hydrology-hydraulics of each sinkhole,
Geophysics (including surface seismic refraction, seismic refraction inside a drill-hole
(Verticai Seismic Profiling, Down-hole Seismic Refractions, Cross-Hole Seismic
Refraction}), electrical conductivity and resistivity, magnetism studies, micro-gravity
studies, radar, dye tests between sinkholes, and studies of fractures in the Karst at a
regional level (Fracture Analysis Using Remote Sensing Techniques).

Figures 1 and 2 show an example of projects designed and constructed in Puerto Rico.
These studies were conducted during the 80's and 90's, with what was known as “State
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of the Art”. Figures 3,4,5, and 6 show interpretations made with the same methods,
but now with new techniques that allow us to visualize the sinkhole in three dimensions.
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Figure 1 - Example of the interpretation of a sinkhole with geotechnics and
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1983 to 1990 (Rodriguez & Vazquez - 1999)
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Figure 3 - Example of the interpretation of a sinkhole with geotechnics and
geophysics. 2005
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Figure 4 - Example of the interpretation of a sinkhole with geotechnics and
geophysics. 2005
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Figure 5 - Example of the interpretation of a sinkhole with geotechnics and
geophysics. 2005
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Figure 6 - Example of the interpretation of a sinkhole with geotechnics and
geophysics. 2005
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Figures 7 and 8 show sections of recommendations for said sinkholes. The objective
was to issue the free flow of stormwater runoff using inverted filters and
instrumentation to monitor the behavior of the filter during the construction of a

highway.
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Figure 7 - Remediation by habilitation of sinkholes with Inverted filter.
{Rodriguez & Vazquez 1999)
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These are some of several alternatives that will be evaluated to optimize the installation
of the pipeline and reduce to a minimum the impacts on sinkholes. -

The Via Verde project does not compare with PR-10 between Arecibo and Utuado in
the magnitude of Via Verde. While earth movements of great magnitude were made in
PR-10 to accommodate the highway and the embankments, in the case of Via Verde
the construction is for the installation of a 24-inch diameter pipeline. The habilitation of
sinkholes would be considerably much less than that of a highway like PR-10 or the
Isabela Connector (where 5 sinkholes adjacent to the already constructed and
operating Connector were habilitated).

Another alternative to be evaluated is moving the alignment around the edges of the
mogotes. Also, the use of the HDD installation method can be combined with a layer of
filter. In that way we can explore the alternative of drilling through the walls of t he
sinkhole at a minimal elevation which would allow us to install a minimum of filters.

The alternative selected after all the required studies mentioned before will be
evaluated including the technical and the economical aspects.

The route presently is iocated over large part of the Karst platform in the north of Puerto
Rico from where it crosses PR-10 near the Dos Bocas Reservoir. From then on, it will
be located along the highway's right-of-way. The highway and the right-of-way were
treated during the 90's during the construction of PR-10 between Arecibo and Utuado,
through the habilitation of 12 active sinkholes. These 12 active sinkholes were treated
and habilitated as in the examples shown in Figures 1 thru 4.

There will be no negative effect in the already constructed treatment of these. 12
sinkholes. In those portions in which it crosses over the filter treatment, the pipeline’s
effect on the sinkholes’ filtering capacity will be practically negligible. This effect can be
calculated and balanced over the capacities for which they were originally designed.

The project will not affect the mitigation measures taken for the construction of PR-10in
what concerns the Karst zone. Geotechnical and geophysical studies will be condlicted
to avoid impacting sinkholes or aquifers, or the integrity of the project. Projects of the
magnitude of PR-10 were constructed under the full-time supervision of geotechnical
engineers, geologists and biologists. Via Verde will also have that type of full-time
supervision on the critical zones.

Liguefaction

The stretch of Via Verde that runs from the EcoEléctrica terminal to the Tallaboa River
valley in Pefuelas and that extends from the area known as El Cocal to the Bayamén
River in Toa Baja, traverse over land that contains sandy soils susceptible to become
liquefied during a strong earthquake. Liquefaction is a phenomenon that occurs mostly
in fine loose sands (poorly compacted) that are saturated, that is, that have the spaces



AEE Via Verde, DIA-F, Chapter 6 Page 26

between the grains (voids) full of water. What happens is that during the earthquake,
the grains of sand tend fo be compacted and rearranged. The collapse of the soil
compresses the water present in the voids, which not being able to drain quickly, exerts
an opposite pressure against the grains. Where this pressure is equated to the weight
of the grains, the sand loses all frictional resistance and behaves like a fluid. The
greatest danger this represents to Via Verde is the disiocation of sections of the
pipeline in stretches in which the soil surrounding it liquefies, or if it sinks or slides over
a deeper deposit of liquefied sand.

In the Levittown Coast stretch, the pipeline will be installed through the HDD
technology. This will permit locating it at depths greater than 50 to 60 feet. Soil at
these depths exhibits greater compaction, therefore they are more stable and not prone
to liguefaction. In this way, the risk of a possible liquefaction of the costal soils affecting
the pipeline’s stability is eliminated.

Geological Faults

Between Pefiuelas and Adjuntas, the route crosses the Great Southwestern Puerto
Rico Fault Zone, one of the principal structural features of the geoclogy of the Island.
Comments have been raised about the possible activity that the fauits comprising this
system, and the impact they could have on the pipeline, both in the sense of some
fault breaking the ground surface and/or producing an earthquake near the pipeline.

The concept of the activity of geological faults is one of which there is no precise
definition. On the contrary, there are multiple definitions, many of which are codified in
regulations and protocols of governmental entities. Most of them are based on the
following criteria:

1. That there is historical and/or geological evidence of a break along
the fault in recent times, for which different entities specify different
periods, such as the Holocene Epoch (the past 10,000 to 20,000
years) or the Quaternary Period (the past 2 million years, which
includes the Holocene). The geological evidence can be of several
types, including Holocene or Quaternary soil or rock that has
faulted, and a range of geomorphic traits produced by movements
along the faults, such as fault scarps, lineal valleys and river or
coastal terraces, among others.

2. Seismic information of adequate precision that relates the seismic
activity with the fault in question.
3. That the fault has a structural relationship to another fault that

complies with one of the previous criteria.

It is instructive to look at the time some regulators use in the definition of activity. The
Federal Government’'s Nuclear Regulatory Commission uses the past 500,000 years as
the evaluation criteria for the construction of nuclear power plants, structures on which
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the impact of a fault movement could be catastrophic. The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers uses a term of 35,000 years for the construction of dams, another type of
structure whose stability is critical for thousands of citizens. On the other hand, the
State of California stipulates a term of 11,000 years (Holocene) as a zoning element.
The construction of most structures for dwelling or extended use by humans is
prohibited within a 30-meter strip of any active fault, but the construction of other types
of structures is not restricted as long as they are designed and constructed with the
necessary provisions to insure the safety of citizens.

The Great Southwestern Puerto Rico Fault Zone consists of a series of geologic faults
generally oriented from southeast to northwest that were identified by the Federal
Geologic Service (USGS) in the 60's and 70's when the region’s geologic quadrangle
maps were prepared.4 The maps illustrate the traces of the faults with thick lines
whose continuity indicates the reliability of the location shown: a confinuous line
represents a fault located with a fair amount of certainty, a broken line indicates an
approximate location and a dotted line, which means that the presence of a fault is
inferred, which fault is presumed to be buried by soil or rocks of lesser age and cannot
be observed directly. Throughout the Great Southwestern Fault Zone, the continuous
and broken lines occur in rocks that date from the Cretaceous to the Miocene, that is,
rocks that were formed more than 5 million years ago. Where the trace crosses alluvial
sediments of the Quaternary period (which comprises the past 2 million years), the
faults are identified with dotted lines. This indicates that the faults have not impacted
the recent sediments. Nor is there geomorphic or seismological evidence that points to
some recent activity, for which reason the faulis are considered as inactive or incapable
of seismic movement. Nevertheless, and to ensure the safety of the people, the AEE
will evaluate and document the geology of the excavation in the stretches that cross the
charted faults to confirm their inactivity. '

On a related matter, the evaluation of the seismicity of the Via Verde route in relation
with the pipeline’s seismic-resistant design, has been questioned. Regarding this, the
pipeline will be designed and constructed in accordance with the requirements of the
Puerto Rico Construction Code and the applicable state and federal rules. [t bears
pointing out that typically, the cases of damage to underground pipelines that have
occurred during earthquakes are due to some type of flaw in the soil in which they are

4

One of the comments made during the Public Hearings guestions the wvalidity
of the geologic maps because they were prepared 50 to 60 years ago. Although
they suffer changes related to meteorization or possible erosion or
sedimentation, the soils and rocks present in a place are generally the same
as those that were there 50 or 60 years ago, unless the site had been impacted
by a major event such as a great landslide or a break and displacement along a
geclogic fault, events we know have not occurred since the maps were made (we
could also include human activities related to the excavation and fill as
possible agents of change)}. On the other hand, the USGS maps are official
documents used for planning processes by the concerned state and federal
governmental entities.
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buried, for example, landslides, liquefaction, settling, or break of a geologic fault,
problems that are addressed with the previously mentioned studies.

Soft Soils

As mentioned before, the weight of the pipeline and its contents is less than that of the |
soil removed to place it in. This nulls the settling probiem characteristic of soft soils,
therefore the presence of weak soils is more a construction than a design problem,

particularly in relation to the movement of construction equipment and the project's
personnel.

Erosion

There are 3 aspects to the erosion problem that are being evaluated. The first one is
the potential of erosion that could undermine the pipeline at river crossings. The
preliminary design of Via Verde provides that the pipeline wilt pass under the bed of all
the rivers and major ravines of the route, for which reason it is understood that the
erosion of the channel and riverbed that could occur in those bodies of water will not
have an impact on it. These sections of the project will be constructed using the HDD
technique in which the drilling begins at a safe distance from the channel and runs
under the riverbed at an adequate depth, which is determined through a subsoil

exploration program with geotechnical drilling, an activity that is being currently
undertaken.

The second aspect is the potential of erosion by the action of the waves in the stretch
that runs near the Atlantic Ocean coastline. This is the stretch between El Cocal and
the Bayamon River in Toa Baja. Soon will commence a photogrammetry evaluation
that will evaluate the stability of these stretches of coastline during the past 70 to 80
years in terms of erosion and sedimentation, and it will serve as the basis to determine
the need to implement protection measures against erosion caused by ocean waves. It
bears mentioning that these stretches are generally the same in which the presence of
liquefiable soils was identified, and that to minimize the potential of liquefaction and
costal erosion, the pipeline will be installed by HDD at depths of 50 feet or more, which
will protect the pipeline from the action of the waves. For this reason, Via Verde will not
affect the dunes or the coastline, therefore, during the construction and operation
phases there will be no impact in the Levittown Coast stretch.

Finally, and certainly the AEE’s greatest concern, is the potential of erosion in soils
exposed by stormwater runoffs during the project's construction phase and
subsequently in the long term. This will be addressed through the incorporation of strict
short and long-term control measures in the design and the specifications for the
project’s construction, and a meticulous inspection of the functioning of these during
and after the construction.
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6.6 Impacts on Agriculture

In Pefiuelas there will be a smali impact on the Pefiuelas, Guayanilla and Yauco
Agricuitural Reserve. This Reserve has a total area of 2,019,917 square meters and
the temporary impact area will be 18,636 square meters, which equals 0.9% of the total
Reserve area. In addition, once the project is completed in that area, agricultural
activities will be able to continue in the same. The farmer will be indemnified by the
AEE for the temporary damages. In addition, there is a farm where improved pasture is
cultivated, the same is owned by Lucas Pérez Valdivieso and is divided in fwo parcels:
387-000-002-44 and 363-056-212-02.

Fifteen farms were identified in Adjuntas in which coffee is mostly cultivated and other
crops such as citrus. The information of those farms is included below:

Cadaster Number Titleholder Crops

291-000-001-039 Charles H. Morgan Not in use

291-000-001-038 Jose E. Carrillo Norat Not in use

290-000-005-048 Unknown Coffee

267-000-008-27 Jorge Ballester Coifee

267-000-006-035 Sucn. Ramon Gonzalez Sctomayor Coffee (the cultivated area is not
affected)

267-000-006-59 Francisco Lépez Atienza Coffee

267-000-006-56 Unknown Coffee

267-000-006-27 Unknown , Coffee

267-000-006-35 Unknown Coffee

267-000-006-56 Unknown Coffee (The cultivated area is
not affected)

266-050-147-02 Unknown Coffee

266-000-005-71 Unknown ‘ Coffee

266-000-005-16 Unknown Coffee

266-000-005-17 Unknown Coffee

240-000-009-39 Luis Juan Ramos Santiago {(Hacienda Improved pastures

Central Pellejas)

Ten farms were identified in the Municipality of Utuado in which coffee is mostly
cultivated and other crops such as citrus. The information on these farms is included
below:
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Cadaster Number

Titleholder

Crops

214-000-004-14

Luis Juan Ramos Santiago (Hacienda Central
Pellejas)

Improved pastures

214-000-009-34

Sucn. Juan Avila Rivera

Flantains

214-000-009-15

Juan Reyes Rivera

Coffee

214-000-009-25 Unknown Plantains and coffee
214-000-009-16 Sucn. Juan Avila Rivera Coffee

214-000-0098-01 Unknown Citrus, coffee and plantains
214-000-003-70 Sucn. Juan Avila Rivera Citrus, coffee and plantains
214-000-003-48 Juan C. Cortes Lugo Plantains

214-000-003-51 Juan C. Cortes Lugo Plantains

214-000-003-23 Unknown Plantains

Among the farms in Utuado, inside Hacienda Central Pellejas, there is a parcel with the
FWS designation as a perpetual conservation easement and with approved permits for
agro-touristic developments.

In the north of the island the farms identified belong to the Lands Authority (AT). These
farms are identified in the following table:

Farm Town Use

Las Mercedes Arecibo Pastures for cutting

San Francisco Arecibo Pastures for cutting, milk cattle, government,
natural reserve

Santa Béarbara Arecibo Pastures for cutting

Monte Grande Arecibo Pastures for cutting, autodrome, milk cattle,
improved pastures

Tiburones Liza Arecibo Natural reserve, pastures for cutting

Garrochales Arecibo Landfill, pastures, natural reserve

Mendoza Barceloneta Sludge injection, pastures for cutting

Higuerito Barceloneta Pastures for cutting, cattle ranching, sludge
injection

La Luisa Manati Hay pastures, milk cattle

Sucn Vazquez Vega Baja and Manati Pineapple farms

Escobar
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Carmen Vega Alta Transmission towers, forests
La Julia Dorado Agro-touristic park
Constancia Toa Baja Lawn planting, ornamental plants

Part of these farms are used for agriculture. Mostly they are planted with pasture for
cutting and animal feed. The farms are also leased for activities such as: installation of
transmission towers, autodrome, sludge injection and cattle ranching.

No pineapple groves were observed in the area of Barceloneta. These crops were
found between miles 61.4 and 63.4, between the Municipalities of Manati and Vega
Baja. The same will be impacted with the 100-feet construction right-of-way. There will
be coordination to construct in a season in which the impact is minimized. In case the
impact is unavoidabie, the AEE will indemnify farmers for their losses.

The Toa Valley in Toa Baja is catalogued as specially protected rustic soils with
conservation of resources. Via Verde is compatible with this category because it will
only present a temporary impact and after the construction the indicated uses can
continue in effect.

The potential impacts on agricultural lands will include: Loss of crops, interference with
agricultural drainage, foss of topsoil, soil compaction and impact to irrigation systems.
Most of the impacts will be temporary, others will be permanent. The AEE will acquire a
1560-foot wide right-of-way. Once construction ends, the lands can be used for planting
again. The planting of trees whose roots could interfere with the pipeline will not be
permitted.

The AEE will consult with the AT to determine the crops planting and harvesting
seasons and establish the date when there would be less impact on agriculture.
According to data from the AT, most of the crops are pastures and they are planted and
harvested year-round. In ail lands in active cultivation, the farmer affected will be
indemnified for his damages. The AEE will pay for the damages caused by crop
losses. The owner will be explained of the procedure he must follow to file his claim.
Once the project's construction is completed, the farmers will be able to use the
operations right-of-way to continue their crops, as long as they are short-rooted, such
as vegetables, legumes and grasses.

As a measure to minimize the impact to sections of agricultural lands, the surface
portion of the soil, or topsoil (the first 12 inches in depth) from the rest of the soil, and it
will be stored to reuse it during the restoration stage. While this soil is stored, for a
period no longer than a week under normal conditions, it will be covered with tarpaulin
or natural covers to protect its quality and composition. Erosion control measures will
also be implemented to avoid loss of nutrients in the soil and the surface terrain will be
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decompacied to facilitate planting and water absorption. (See Section 6.4.2). Before
starting the works in agricultural fields, the AEE will consult with the Department of
Agriculture to obtain their recommendations with respect to the additional mitigation
measures that should be implemented in each type of activity.

Control measures to protect alluvial aquifers that will be discussed in Sections 6.4 and
6.5 will be implemented. In addition there will be coordination with expert personnel
from the Federal Department of Agriculiure to obtain their recommendations for the
protection of these aquifers.

The AEE will coordinate with the owners or lessees of the agricultural Jands so they will
identify the location of the irrigation systems, if any, and to provide copies of the
available drawings, if available. In addition, there will be coordination with the owners
of farms dedicated to agribusiness, to know the details of the cattle’s movement
patterns. Temporary bridges will be created over the trenches to permit the passage of
animals, if the owner so requires. Otherwise, the work area will be cordoned off to
prevent access to it by the animals. The owners or lessees will be notified, and

coordination will be had with them to provide entry to the farm for the construction
works.

Regarding the cumulative impact on agriculture,” many of the agricultural areas have
been impacted by earth movement activities for many years. The movement of earth
can accelerate the erosion of the soil and the loss of topsoil and nutrients. This can
result in low production and the excessive use of fertilizers to compensate for the lost
resources. Notwithstanding, the impact of Via Verde, although unavoidable in these
areas, is temporary. The quality of the topsoil should not be affected because it will be
relocated from where it was removed, after being protected while the construction is
carried out, so Via Verde will not contribute significantly as regards cumulative impact.

6.7 Impacts on Superficial Bodies of Water

The possible impacts on bodies of water are: sedimentation, pollution due to spills,
increase in turbidity, mortality of species, reduction of dissolved oxygen. Control
measures to minimize these impacts that will be identified later will be implemented. In
the event of a break in the pipeline in which the gas has to cross through a body of
water before escaping to the atmosphere, the amount of gas that will dissolve in the
water will be minute because the solubility of methane in water is 0.0022%. However, if
the body of water is in movement, the gas will go quickly into the atmosphere due to the
aeration process.

Two-hundred four (204) bodies of water through which the project will cross have been
identified. This includes rivers, ravines, canals and a wetland. Some of these bodies of
water will be crossed by open trench. When crossing by open trench, the trench is
excavated while the body of water continues to flow through the ‘dam and pump’
method. This is the quickest method io cross small bodies of water.
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Higher—volume bodies of water, such as rivers, will be crossed with the horizontal direct
drilling method (HDD). HDD is considered a ‘dry’ crossing method because it does not

interfere with the flow of water. This information is presented in the following table:

Bodies of Water and Type of Crossihg

T1-Horizontal Direct Drilling T2-Flume pipe, Dam and Pump T3- Open Trench

.. Body of Water

__TypeofCrossing
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~ Arecbo |

... Ganal Perdomo
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..Barceloneta

Barceloneta i

__Rio Grande de Manati

 Creek ..

Manati

. Creek

Cafio de los Nachos

 Manati

...oiteh

. Manati

~Rio Grande de Manali ] 11

Rio Grande de Manati

LRiedndio e T

_VegaBaja .

ioIndio
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g
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Throughout almost its entire course of 92 miles, the pipeline will be installed at least 3
feet under the terrestrial surface and at least 6 feet under the river beds and ravines.
No permanent effect on the bodies of water is anticipated. However, a temporary effect

during the construction process in the crossing of river ravines is anticipated, which will
be appropriately controlled.

Two types of crossings are anticipated: open french and Horizontal Direct Drilling
(HDD). The first type, open trench, will be used in the stormwater runoff courses and
the ravines; and the second will be used to cross the rivers.

In regard to the open trenches, the excavation through water beds entails impact,
particularly by the suspension of solids and by disturbances in the materials of the bed.
For the crossing work, the watercourse will be diverted to a temporary course that
allows the excavation of the water bed and carry out the installation. Once the
installation is complete, the water bed will be stabilized with materials compatibte with
the original bed. Then the water will be redirected in its natural course, and the site of
the temporary course will be restored to its original form. The mitigation of the impacts
will be carried out through erosion and sedimentation control measures. CES plans will
be designed in harmony with the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPP)
required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

As to the HDD, the rivers will not suffer any impact on their river beds, because this
technology permits making a “dry crossing” by passing well below the river bed. The
drilling equipment will drill the ground below the river bed and install the pipeline without
affecting the river bed. The incorporation of the 24-inch pipeline in the areas classified
as aquifers may be done in two ways: first, that the pipeline is installed over the water
table, and second, that the pipeline is installed below the aquifer's water table. A third
way in which it could be done is when the pipeline is partially submerged in the water
table as a result of the fluctuations in the aquifer's level due to the variation in the
annual rainfall cycle.

When it is installed over the water table, the pipeline will not cause any alteration in the
aquifer's recharge. Aquifer recharge areas begin on the flanks of the central mountain
range, upstream of the aquifers per se. However, in those cases where the aquifer also
recharges on site, there will be an insignificant effect on the direct recharge which will
correspond to the diameter and length of the pipeline, since the water that has to
infiltrate to the subsoil at the site of the trench will be delayed in its course because it
will have to flow around the pipeline.

In those places where the pipeline must be installed below the water table, the impact
will also be negligible due to the extremely low migration velocities that are normal in
aquifers. However, for a more detailed evaluation it is necessary to determine the
direction of the flow lines and the thickness of the aquifer. In case the flow lines are
parallel or they have a minimal deviation angle with respect to the axis of the pipeline,
the impact of the pipeline on the movement of subterranean water will be negligible (the
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one that corresponds to the area of the 24-inch diameter pipeline, that is 3.14 square
feet). .

fn case the flow lines are perpendicular to the axis of the pipeline or they have an
incidence angle of more than 45 degrees, the flow lines will encounter an obstruction in
their course and the aquifer's transmissibility will be diminished. Nevertheless, this
reduction in transmissibility will be imperceptible, again due to the extremely low
migration velocities. However, in those areas that during the design phase are
identified as compromised o a reduction of transmissibility, transmissibility
compensation measures will be employed, as for example, the installation of pockets of
granular material (river sand) as backfill of t he trenches in short and localized stretches
sufficient to compensate the transmissibility.

Additionally, the determination of the aquifer’s thickness is important, especially when
the flow lines are perpendicular to the axis of the pipeline. If the thickness of the
saturated aquifer is only a few feet, the impact of the two-foot diameter pipeline will be
significative in terms of flow per unit of area. In this case, the compensation of
transmissibility will be essential. For these reasons, in those aquifers whose thickness
is of a few feet, the preferred measure will be avoiding the same. However, if it were
unavoidable, studies will be made to determine the aquifer's transmissibility and the
form of compensation of transmissibility will be designed with the results of said studies.

The pipeline that is installed below the water table will stand in the course of the flow of
subterranean waters. However, since the velocity of the water is close to zero, the
impact will be imperceptible. The hydrology of the wetland will not be affected in
practice. However, in the particular case in which the pipeline runs perpendicular to the
flow of subterranean water and that the wetland’s aquifer is thin, structures will be
instalted that compensate the reduction of transmissibility, or the installation of the
pipeline will run deeper. The compensation structures, when necessary, will consist of
high-transmissibility granular material installed around the pipeline in localized areas.
The granular material will be covered with a synthetic filter fabric.

6.7.1. Crossing by open trench

The crossings that will be made by open trench are crossings of small, perennial and
intermittent ravines, ditches and drainage and irrigation canals. Some of these bodies
of water are dry or of a minimal flow.

The impacts in open trench include an increase in turbidity, sedimentation downstream
of the crossing, reduction of dissolved oxygen, mortality of aquatic fauna and flora. In
addition to this, there could be impact to the water quality caused by leaks of oil and
other fluids in the machinery.

The impact will be mitigated by reducing the time of construction. In the United States,
the Federal Energy Regulatory Agency requires that crossings of bodies of water less
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than 10 feet wide are crossed in 24 hours or less and bodies of water from 10 to 100
feet wide in 48 hours. These are the standards that will apply to this project.

No vehicles leaking oil or other liquids that could pollute the waters will be allowed. If
the vehicle develops leaks during the work, spill kits wili be used to collect any leakage
and the vehicle will be removed from the site.

6.7.2. Horizontal direct drilling {HDD)

A successful crossing with this method avoids impacts on the bodies of water because
it does not interfere with the flow, the water quality or with the aquatic fauna and fiora.
The AEE is experienced in the use of t his technique in projects like underground
electric lines and the submarine cable of Isleta Marina.

During the drilling, a mixture of bentonite and water is used to lubricate the dril,
maintain perforation and remove residues from the drill. Bentonite is the commercial
name of non-toxic cltays formed from volcanic ash. The United States is the worid’s
leading producer of Bentonite. The best quality bentonite is found in Ft. Benton,
Wyoming. It is acquired commercially in 50 - 100 pound bags, similar to cement. To
prepare it, the bentonite is mixed with water (Eg: 50 lbs. For each 300 gallons of water,
maintain a pH of 8-9) to form a slurry that acts as a cooling fluid for the drill and the
probe, and as a lubricant for the drill head. The mixture is prepared in a tank and then
transferred to a mud pit at the entrance and exit of the drill. Other mud pits will be
needed to store the mud and to dry the used mud for later reuse. These mud pits will
be covered with impermeable liners. In addition, hay bales and a silt fence will be
installed around them.

Bentonite does not require special storage procedures. It can be stored in open air
covered with plastic tarpaulin, or in a covered building to protect it from the rain.

The principal impact of the drilling procedure could be the inadvertent release of
bentonite. Bentonite could escape through unidentified fractures in the material
underiying the river bed, in the area of the mud pits, or along the course of the
perforation due to unfavorable ground conditions. The HDD crossings could fail for
various reasons, including the inability to close the pilot hole, inability to maintain a
stable open hole or inability to pull the pipeline through the perforation. To avoid these
faults, an adequate design will be developed, specific o the area, the correct
equipment and specialized personnel to operate it will be used. If any of the parts of
the drilling has problems and it cannot be finished, the design engineers will study the
geotechnical data to identify the cause. If necessary, other geotechnical studies will be
made, or the location of the crossing will be changed.

Although bentonite is composed of naturally-occurring, non-toxic materials, its deposit
in bodies of water affect the turbidity, diminishes the quantity of dissolved oxygen and
affects the respiration of aguatic organisms. A bentonite escape is usually detected
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when there is a loss of circulation of drilling liquid, a loss of pressure and/or bentonite is
detected on the surface of the body of water. One of the functions of bentonite is to
seal the perforation to maintain the downhole pressure. If there is an escape there is a
change of pressure and a reduction in the amount of bentonite recirculated. A
bentonite escape does not require the evacuation of nearby residences. The remaining
bentonite after the drilling is done is left to dry in the mud pits and later will be disposed
of in accordance with the applicable regulations.

During the drilling, a dye will be added (uranine), that will help detect any escapes to
the surface. If an escape is detected, the fluid's pump will be turned off, which will
immediately stop the flow of bentonite. An inspector will be assigned, whose function
will be to observe the body of water during the drilling. This inspector will keep in
contact with the team in charge of the drilling and will instruct them to stop the process
if bentonite is observed (mixed with uranine) on the surface. In addition, he will
document all his observations from the beginning of the drilling to the end. Drilling
could last 2-3 days, but it all depends on the depth, the distance to the other shore and
the design in general. Each crossing by MDD is designed individually, based on
geotechnical studies of the site. The team of workers in charge of the HDD crossings

are specialists in this type of crossing. This is the only work they will perform for the
project.

We enclose the Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) for Bentonite. It indicates that
bentonite is an irritant to the eyes and the respiratory tract if inhaled (dust). It can also
irritate the skin. In case of contact with the eyes, the eyes must be irrigated with water
for 15 minutes. In contact with the skin, it must be washed off with soap and water. In
case of inhalation, the person must be removed outdoors (in case of exposure to
bentonite in an enclosed area).

In addition, we enclose the MSDS for uranine. Like uranine in its solid (powder) form it
causes irritation to the eyes and if inhaled. According to the MSDS, the chemicals
contained in uranine are not listed in the TSCA lists, Significant New Rule, Chemical
Test Rules, Health and Safety Reporting List, CERCLA Hazardous Substances, SARA
Section 302, Extremely Hazardous Substances. Uranine does not contain air

poliutants, it does not affect the ozone layer. Neither does it contain pollutants listed as
water pollutants. :

Also enclosed is a Responses to Bentonite Escapes Plan where the HDD process and

the control measures to be implemented in case of an escape are described in more
detail.

Even though they are technically viable, HDD crossings can fail for various reasons,
including inability to complete the pilot hole, inability to maintain a stable open hole, or
inability to pull the pipeline through the perforation.

To prevent the technique from failing, geotechnical studies will be conducted and
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construction plans specific to the site will be developed during the crossing’s design
stage.

The principal impact that could occur is the inadvertent release of bentonite. Bentonite
could escape through unidentified fractures in the material underlaying the river bed, in
the area of the mud pits, or along the course of the perforation due to unfavorable
ground conditions. Although bentonite is composed of naturally-occurring non-toxic
materials, its deposit in bodies of water affects the turbidity, diminishes the quantity of
dissolved oxygen and affects the respiration of aquatic organisms.

Another impact associated to the HDD is the size of the construction area. In normal
construction, this right-of-way will be 100 feet. For the HDD a construction area of 100-
300 feet on both sides of the body of water will be used.

Erosion and sedimentation control measures will be implemented in the construction
area during the crossing, in order to minimize the sedimentation of the body of water
during rain events.

To minimize the impact in case of bentonite escapes, a dye will be added to the
bentonite, because small escapes are difficuit to detect due t o the water turbidity and
to bentonite’s specific gravity. If an escape is detected, the fluid pump will be turned
off, which will immediately stop the flow of bentonite and the pertinent Agencies will be
notified. An inspector will be assigned to corroborate compliance.

Vehicles with leaks of oil or other liquids that could pollute the waters will not be
permitted. If the vehicle develops leaks during the works, a spill kit will be used to pick
up any leakage and the vehicle will be removed from the site.

Once the crossing is finished, all the soil that was removed in the right-of-way will be
reused to restore the same. |If necessary, additional backfill will be used.

6.8 Impacts to Subterranean Waters and Aquifers

Thirty-one (31) aquifers were identified in an area of within 400 meters from the project
along the course of the alignment.

Trenches 4-6 feet deep will be excavated for the project and this does not represent an
impact to resources of subterranean waters or aquifers. The gas pipelines can poliute
subterranean waters if the natural gas used during the operation of the project contains
pollutants that condense (natural gas liquids) and there is a break in the inferior part of
the pipeline through which they can escape. In addition, there can be pollution where
there are compressor stations to propel the gas. It is important to mention that the gas
to be used in Via Verde will not have the kind of pollutant that condenses (by
specification), nor will it have compressor stations.
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Escapes of natural gas rise to the atmosphere because it is lighter than air. In case of
an escape in the pipeline, the effects will be visible in the vegetation of the right-of-way,
because it will wither and dry.

Although it is considered that the possibility of pollution of subterranean waters is
remote, spills of oil and fuel that are not addressed quickly could pollute the waters. To
prevent that possibility, a Spills Control Plan will be implemented. The project's
Environmental Coordinater will be in charge of compliance with the parameters
established in the Plan. This Plan wiil be prepared following the guidelines of the Code
of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of the Environment, Part 112, Oil Pollution
Prevention. The same will be filed with the EPA for evaluation. This Plan will have a
section where the Operation Centers and the factors specific to each one of them will
be discussed. Each Operations Center will have a copy of the Plan. The
Environmental Coordinator will offer informative talks at each Center. During
construction, the resident engineer will be responsible for ensuring the implementation
of the control measures, in coordination with the Environmental Coordinator.

6.9 Impacts on Flood-prone Zones

The possibility of impact on the flood levels by some actions emerging from the
installation of the pipeline is anticipated, but at the same time structural measures
destined to mitigate this possible impact are established so that the flood levels are not
increased by the pipeline construction actions.

The project opens the possibility that surplus of the excavation to instail the 24-inch
diameter pipeline will be deposited temporarily in zones regulated as flood-prone. In
relation to this, Regulation No. 13 of Flood-prone Zones of the Puerto Rico Planning
Board has specific requirements for each Zone.

Zone A is an area that has not been studied. FEMA does not have a detailed study and
the maps do not have base flood levels. The flood levels in this area should not be
increased; unless there is a Hydrologic and Hydraulic (H/H) study that justifies the
landfill action. Zone AE is an area that has a detailed study. There are fwo sub-zones
in this Zone: the floodplain and the floodway. In the fioodplain, which is the area
outside the floodway, landfill can be deposited without the need of an H/H study.
However, landfill in the floodway is not permitted; unless an H/H study demonstrates
that the flood levels are not increased by the landfill action. Zone VE is similar to Zone
AE. The difference is that in this zone the floods originate from cyclonic waves.
Depositing landfill in the floodplain of this zone is permitted, not so in the floodway;
unless there Is an H/H study that demonstrates that the land fiil action does not produce
an increase of flood levels. Zone X is a zone with a 0.2% probability of occurrence (500
year rainfall), there is no restriction on the deposit of landfill. Following from the above
is that in the floodplain of Zones AE and VE and in Zone X landfill can be deposited
without an Hydrologic and Hydraulic study. But if is not permitted to depaosit landfill in
the floodways of Zones AE and VE unless an H/H study demonstrates that the flood
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levels will not be increased.

The construction of the pipeline through flood-prone zones will only have the possibility
of temporary impacts. The surplus materials from the excavation can have temporary
effects on the flood levels if they are deposited in the floodway. This situation would
have to be accidental in character, of a fortuitous flood event, which would not permit
the removal of said surplus materials before its occurrence. Even despite this
possibility, the temporary effects will be minimal because the volume of surplus material
will be only that corresponding to the material not yet transported to its place of final
disposal during the work day. Permanent effects in the flood levels are not foreseen
because all the surplus from the excavation will be transported to deposit sites outside
the floodway.

The surplus material from the excavation will be deposited along the installation of the
pipeline in the floodplains of Zone AE, Zone VE and Zone X. The material will be
dispersed within the pipeline’s right-of-way. The surplus of the excavation in the
floodway of Zones AE and VE, in general, will be transported and deposited in
authorized places outside the floodway.

6.10 Impacts on the Infrastructure

The infrastructure services for the Municipalities through which the pipeline crosses will
not be affected or significantly compromised by the project. Nonetheless, regarding
other underground infrastructure in the project area, there will be compliance with
Regulation 7245 of the Public Service Commission, Regulation for the Creation and
Operation of the Excavations and Demolitions Coordination Center, before
commencing the construction of the project. Through the coordination required to be
made with the owners of other infrastructures in this Regulation, plans will be developed
to avoid damage to said infrastructures and plans will be agreed in response to any
emergency that could arise in case of unexpected damage to the same. Each owner of
infrastructures in the area of the project will have an Inspector present at the moment of
the excavation, as required in the Regulation.

6.10.1. Impact on AAA Infrastructure

The project will cross through several aqueduct lines and several sewer systems. (See
Section 3.8.1.) Before carrying out the excavations in the vicinity of those underground
aqueduct and sewer systems mentioned below, the constructors of Via Verde will
coordinate said excavations with the owners of these underground structures, through
" the Public Service Commission or the new Permit Management Office, as applicable.
In case of finding unidentified infrastructure, the construction will be detained until the
owner of such infrastructure has been identified or a permit to proceed is obtained from
the Public Service Commission.

6.10.1.1. Water Consumption
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The consumption of water during the construction is estimated at 10,344,000 gallons.
This consumption will be during or due to: the hydrostatic testing of the pipeline,
drinking water supply for consumption by the employees, sprinkling the project’s area to
prevent the emission of fugitive dust and for sanitary use by the employees.

To verify the pipeline’s integrity prior to its operation, it is required to conduct hydrostatic
tests. This is done to ensure that the system is capable to withstand the operating
pressure for which it was designed.

This test entails the greatest water consumption of the whole project. The contractor
will conduct the test by stretches to reduce the amount of water needed. The decision
of the length of the stretches is made by the contractor, based on his professional
experience and in the topography of the route. To the effect of calculating the water
consumption, a stretch length of 12 miles will be used. The total consumption will be
5,700,000 gallons. The water will be transferred from stretch to stretch until it arrives at
the San Juan Thermoelectric Power Plant, where it will be discharged in the NPDES
001 discharge.

This test entails the greatest consumption of water of the whole project. The contractor
will decide how to carry out the test, according to the water supply. The pipeline can be
tested all at once or divided in sections. It is estimated that 7 million galions of water
will be needed to perform the test in a single day (8 hours).

The following alternatives to obtain the necessary supply were considered:

. The alternative of obtaining the water from the rivers adjacent to the project was
evaluated, but it was discarded to avoid impacts on the water quality and to the
fauna and flora.

. The construction of wells for this event was evaluated, but it was discarded
because it represented an inefficient use of the resource.

. Because the AAA’s drinking water system will be used for other phases of the
project, its use was discarded so as to not overload it.

. The use of existing wells for which the AEE has a use franchise was evaluated.
There is a system of wells under franchise RO-13-08-01-FI-70311. Said
franchise permits a total extraction of 5.122 MGD. The decision was for this

option to eliminate the impact on the public distribution system and the bodies of
water. '

. After this test is concluded, the water will be discharged in the NPDES 001
discharge of the San Juan Thermoelectric Power Plant. The Power Plant's
NPDES discharge permit has a Certificate of Water Quality from the
Environmental Quality Board. 1t is important to mention that the water for the
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test is clean water extracted from wells. There will be coordination with the
Federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) fo obtain a temporary discharge
permit. There will be compliance with all the sampling and analysis conditions
established by the EPA.

During construction, it is necessary to provide drinking water to the worker brigades of
the different phases of the project. It is estimated that the maximum water consumption
will be 1,200 gallons daily. The project's duration is estimated at 9 months and work
will proceed 7 days a week. The drinking water consumption will be approximately
324,000 gallons.

No water from t he AAA will be used for this purpose. Bottled water will be provided
which will be purchased from local providers. The contractor will identify the local
suppliers and arrangements will be made prior to the commencement of construction
that will allow them to absorb the increased demand. The temporary increase in
demand will have a positive impact on local business. The project’s operation does not
require the use of drinking water.

Water will be used to sprinkie the project’s construction areas and minimize the
emissions of fugitive dust to the atmosphere. Tanker trucks with a capacity of 2,000
gallons, equipped for this purpose, will be used to sprinkle. A maximum daily
consumption of 16,000 galions is estimated for this area. This means a maximum
4,320,000 gallons during the whole project.

A local supplier will be contracted to sprinkle the soil. He will be responsible for
providing the truck and the water.

6.10.1.2. Wells
One hundred fifty-six (156) wells were identified within a radius of 460 meters from the

alignment proposed for the project. Only six of these are within the project’s operation
right-of-way. (See Section 3.5.9.)

Water Wells
1D Well’'s Name Municipality Ward Distance/
meters
018 Valdivieso #01 Pefiuelas Tallaboa Poniente 10
019 usGs Pefuelas Tallaboa Poniente 10
020 Valdivieso #02 Pefiuelas Tallaboa Poniente 8
087 Concora Factor Arecibo Factor 15
131 Maguayo #02 . Dorado Higuillar 10
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132 Maguayo #03 Dorado Maguayo 10

Of these wells, those identified as 018, 020, 087, 131, and 132 are drinking water wells;
well 019 is for sampling.

The following measures will be taken to avoid or minimize impacts on the station and
the wells:

. They wilt be identified in the project's final drawings for the knowledge of
the construction personnel.

. If the wells are encountered during the clearing of the right-of-way, their
location will be marked to avoid impacting them.

. There will be coordination with the owners of these wells to interrupt their
operation and protect them during construction.

. Any break that couid occur due to the construction will be repaired.
6.11 Impacts on Transportation and Traffic
6.11.1. Maritime transportation

The pipeline segments that will form the project and their components will be purchased
out of Puerto Rico, because their manufacture is specialized. The machinery required
for the project’s construction process is also specialized and specifically designed for
the activities of excavation, laying of the pipeline and drilling, among others. Barges will
be used for the maritime transport of the materials and machinery to the Port of the
Americas in Ponce and the San Juan port zone. The materials received will be carried
by land transportation to the operation centers in Ponce and Toa Baja where the same
will be stored. The following measures will be taken to minimize the impact the receipt,
debarkation, dispatch and transportation of the machinery, pipe segments and other
equipment to the operation centers could have:

. There will be compliance with all the requirements established by the
different receipt ports, the Ports Authority and Federal Customs prior to
the receipt of the shipment.

. The contractor will develop a logistics plan for the proposed activity, which

- will be presented to the pertinent authorities for comments and
endorsement. The plan will include the following aspects: details of the
shipping port, maritime travel itinerary, number of barges, frequency of
trips, inventory of equipment, classified and identified containers, time for
unloading the equipment, identification of areas for the temporary storage
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in the port, maximum allowable residence time for materials in the port,
travel itinerary and mobilization of materials out of the port, among others.
Among the benefits derived from implementing the plan are:

- Expediting the inventory inspection and review process by
the Ports Authority and Federal Customs.

- Avoid penalties for delays or residence time of the barge in
the port.

- Avoid delays in the port's activities

- More efficient and speedy movement of equipment.

6.11.2. Ground transportation and traffic

The Via Verde project comprises a length of 92 miles, approximately. The roadways
will be used as access to transport personnel, equipment, vehicles (light and heavy)
and materials to the different areas of the project. The main highways will be: PR-337,
PR-127, PR-2, PR-385, PR-132, PR-520, PR-381, PR-123, PR-10, PR-143, PR-521,
PR-524, PR-111, PR-621, PR-22, PR-681, PR-684, PR-616, PR-149, PR-672, PR-137,
PR-155, PR-674, PR-160, PR-676, PR-690, PR-694, PR-693, PR-165, PR-5 and PR-
28. Most of these highways are catalogued as having several lanes in both directions,
wide and passable.

During the construction stage there will be an increase in light and heavy traffic,
especially in areas near the operation centers. This increase may cause traffic
congestion and inconveniences to the population.

Small and local roads will be crossed with the open trench method and this will cause
short periods of traffic delays.

The following measures will be taken to minimize the project’s impact on the integrity of
the public roads and on the interruption or increase in traffic:

. A Traffic Management Plan will be prepared and submitted to the
Highways and Transportation Authority for their approval. The most
important elements of this Plan are: Identifying traffic flow patterns,
identifying alternate routes and emergency accesses, traffic control at
intersections, pedestrian control, accesses for impaired persons,
coordination with law and order agencies to implement the Plan. All the
traffic confrol signs and signals will be in comphance with  the
requirements of applicable regulations.

Different traffic control methods are presented in Addendum 6.1, Typical
MOT Diagrams.

. Unpaved roads will be crossed with the open trench method. This method
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will require the temporary closure of traffic and detours will be established.
This will be coordinated with the ACT and the local police and it will be
referred to in the Traffic Management Plan. The contractor will be in
charge of establishing measures such as the installation of warning signs
to ensure safety and minimize the obstruction of traffic. |If necessary,
steel plates will be used to cover the trenches if the crossing works take
more than a day.

6.12 Impacts on Archaeological Sites and Cultural and Historic Places

Part of the information below was obtained from the ArcGIS 9 ArcMap 9.2 (ArcView
Geographical Information System) software programs, with the Planning Board's
database for the years 2004 to 2009. In addition, the AEE contracted Environmental
and Educational Consultants (in Spanish Asesores Ambientales y Educativos (AAE)) to
conduct the project's environmental studies, who in turn contracted archaeologists
Marisol Rodriguez Miranda and Carlos Ayes Suérez to carry out the Phase 1A study.
Said study identified the known archaeologic resources and established the base to
discover additional resources in the area of the project. A copy of Phase IA Study is in
Appendix 5. According to the results of the Phase IA Study, Phase 1B studies will be
conducted where necessary. After evaluating the results of the Phase |B study, the
areas where Phase |l and Phase Ill studies will be conducted will be identified. An
inventory of properties with architectural value will be made and a Structures Protection
Plan will be prepared, if necessary. In case an archaeologically sensitive area is found,
that had not previously been identified at the moment of movement earth, the
recommendations of the archaeologist that will be contracted to those ends will be
followed.

As a result of the surface survey, three rock shelters with petroglyphs were found
located in the impact zone of the proposed project. The presence of possible
agricultural terraces associated with pre-Columbian cultures was also detected.

In addition, the remains of two railroad bridges and two haciendas were found.
Archaeologist Maria Lopez Cruz prepared the evaluation sheets for these remains. To
facilitate the evaluation to be made of these data by the Institute of Puerto Rican
Culture (ICP), the official sheets of said Agency were used. They correspond to the
Cambalache Bridge, Hacienda Teresa, Hacienda Las Lisas in Arecibo and remains
associated to Hacienda Plazuela in Barceloneta.

Isolated finds of colonial material were detected all along the alignment in the North
area from Cambalache Sugar Cane Mill to the Plantaje Shrine. These finds constitute
an indicator of areas with greater possibilities of finding activity related to the
agricuitural history of the whole north zone. [t is possible that these materials are
associated to the habitation areas created due to the activities of the haciendas and to
the subsequent population movements they generate.
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The most important finds in the area to be occupied by the alignment right-of-way are
indicated next: Tallaboa Site, for which a Phase IB study is recommended; Puentes, for
which protection is recommended through the placement of cement and orange mesh
barriers, Hacienda La Teresa, for which a Phase IB study is recommended; Hacienda
Las Lisas, for which a Phase |B study is recommended; Paso del Indio, which although
_ widely studied, there are no studies of the area where the pipeline will be located, for
which reason a Phase IB study is recommended; Dorado 15, which has not been
delimited, for which a Phase Il is recommended; Hacienda La Candelaria, for which
there is a recommendation to enter into a mitigation process that includes architectonic
documentation and archaeological excavation; Warehouse 5, for which the liberation of
the area is recommended, because the same has been widely studied, and to enter into
a mitigation process for the site.

In case resources are impacted and the route cannot be changed, the Authority will
carry out Phase Ill studies. In addition, it will file the request for services and file a
project before the Historic Buildings Heritage Program for its evaluation and
recommendations. Visits to sensitive areas will be coordinated, as required by the
agency to conduct their own evaluation. In addition, a protocol will be developed to
protect resources of this kind that lie near the construction of the project.

6.13 Noise Impacts
The location, magnitude and frequency of the environmental noise can vary
considerably over the course of the day. The basic units used by the JCA to measure
acceptable noise levels are the decibels dB(A). The acceptable noise limit is different
for daytime and nighttime hours. The JCA’s Noise Pollution Control Regulation
establishes the maximum permissible levels for the different receptor zones in the day
and at night. In addition, it establishes the maximum permissible for motor vehicles

measured at a distance of 50 feet, stationary or in motion. This information is shown in
the following tables:

Noise Emission Levels in dB(A)
Noise level exceeded by 10% of the measurement period (L10)

F
oot Zonas Receptoras _
Zona t {Res) Zona # (Comy) Zona lH {Indus.} | Zonz IV (Tranqg.}
Ciurno | Mocturno | Dimmo | Nocturno | Dlumo | tNocturno | Diumo | Mocterno
Zona
{Res) 80 50 G5 55 70 88 50 45
Zomall | op 50 70 60 75 65 50 45
{Com}
Zona it
{Indus.} 65 50 7a 65 75 75 50 45
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Maximum permissible levels for motor vehicles in public roads measured at a
distance of 50 feet

" . 35 MR Sobre Estacionado
Tipo de Vehiculo o Menos 35 MiH {Motor Encendido}
Vehiculos de Motor
de 10,000 |bs. o mas 86 db {A)} 90 db (A) 88 db (A}
{peso bruto)
Motocicletas
(cualesquiera) B0 db {A} 84 db (A) 88 db {A)
Otros {cualesquiera
otro o combinacion) 76 db (A) 80 db (A) 88 db (A)

The magnitude of a noise impact depends, generally, of the type of construction
activity, the noise levels generated by the equipment and machinery, the duration of
each phase of construction, and the distance between the noise source and the
receptor. Via Verde is a lineal project and the construction will move day to day. This
means that the noise will not be concentrated in one specific area.

The noise levels for the heavy machinery to be used in the construction are itemized in
the following table: '

Equipo Nivel de Rui_do

(dbA) a 50 pies
Bulidozer 85
Backhoe para excavar 80
Backhoe para rellenar 85
Sideboom 85
Niveladores 85
Camidn 88
Wheel ditcher 80

The noise levels of the machinery to be used for the construction are comparable to
those established by the Regulation. In the majority of cases the equipments will be
operated in isolated areas outside the 50 feet of impact to the receptor. Although the
Regulation establishes an exception for the prohibition of the sound emission limits
during the insfallation of essential public services, the following measures will be taken
- to minimize the effects of noise on populated areas:

. The construction woks will be circumscribed to the day schedule
established by the Regulation.

. No vehicles or machinery without noise control equipment or with
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defective equipment will be allowed.

. Inasmuch as possible, the newest equipment to be found will be used.
Although there is a factory-established noise limit for construction
equipment, older equipments emit more noise due to wear and tear. The
friction between the parts increases the noise level.

. The machinery wili be turned off when not in use.

. The construction of this project will be divided in four segments and the
accesses to each work area will be located in a manner that they are not
within 50 feet of residences or quiet zones.

6.14 Impacts caused by Spills

The possibility of spills always exists when working with chemical products, and
equipment and machinery that use oils or other fluids to operate adequately. The key is
prevention through an information program to employees and an aggressive
maintenance program of the equipment used.

Generally, spills occur by human error. Among the principal causes are poor handling
of the products, lack of maintenance of the equipments, and lack of adequate
knowiedge about the functioning and operation of the machinery.

The spills in this project, if they occur, will not be of a significative magnitude, since in
the majority of cases small amounts of the products will be used (paints, oils, epoxy,
etc.). The following equipments and materials are possible sources of spills: heavy
machinery, light vehicles, emergency electricity generators, paints, coatings and clays
(bentonite). Spills of these products or of the liquids in the equipment can impact water
quality and the soil.

The following measures will be implemented to avoid spills or minimize the impact of
the same, if they occur:

. The contractor’'s Environmental Coordinator will prepare a Spills Control
Plan. This Plan will be prepared following the guidelines of the Code of
Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of the Environment, Part 112, Gil
Pollution Prevention. The same will be filed with the EPA for evaluation.
This Plan will have a section where the Operation Centers will be
discussed, together with the factors specific to each one. Each Operation
Center will have a copy of the Plan. A section on the handling of chemical
products will be included.

. Prior to the commencement of the project, the Coordinator will meet with
the employees (including subcontractors) to discuss the handling of oils
and chemicals, and the situations that could cause spills and how to avoid
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or minimize the impact of t he same. In addition, they will be told how to
respond to a spill and who to inform, according to their place of work. The
resident engineer in the different operation centers will be responsible for
ensuring the implementation of the control measures, in coordination with
the Environmental Coordinator.

The oils and other chemical products needed for the project, which are
purchased by t he principal contractor, will be stored in the designated
warehouse area of the operation centers. Small containers will be stored
in metal shelves, bentonite will be stored on wood pallets. Other products
in 20 to 55 gallon containers will be stored on wood paliets.

We will make sure that the assigned employees know the correct
functioning and operation of the machinery.

6.14.1. Spills on the Soil

The contractor's Environmental Coordinator will prepare a Spills Control
Plan. This Plan will be prepared following the guidelines of the Code of
Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of the Environment, Part 112, Oil
Pollution Prevention. The same will be filed with the EPA for evaluation.
This Plan will have a section where the Operations Centers and the
factors specific to each one will be discussed. Each Operation Center will
have a copy of the Plan. A section on handling chemical products will be
included. '

All the project’s vehicles will have a Spili Kit.

Small spills of oil or other liquids will be cleaned with absorbent material
and the contaminated soil will be removed.

The soil will be placed in containers and identified appropriately. Full
RCRA tests will be conducted before disposal in an authorized site.

No vehicles with leaks will be permitted in the work area, nor will it be
permitted to store chemical products out of the operation centers.

6.14.2 Spills in Water

The contractor's Environmental Coordinator will prepare a Spill Control
Plan. This Plan will be prepared following the guidelines of the Code of
Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of the Environment, Part 112, Qil
Pollution Prevention. The same will be filed with the EPA for evaluation.
This Plan will have a section where the Operations Centers and the
factors specific to each one will be discussed. Each Operations Center
will have a copy of the Plan. A section on handling chemical products wili
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“be included.

. A Plan on spills specific to the HDD process using bentonite will be
prepared. (See Addendum 6.2, Spill Prevention and Contingency Plan for
Drilling Mud Use).

. Oil leaks in water, if they occur, will come from the use of heavy
machinery in crossings by open trench through ravines or wetlands.
These will be cleaned with absorbent pads and the waste will be collected
in containers for disposal.

. No vehicles with fuel or lubricant leaks will be permitted in the work area.

In case of a spill, the Environmental Coordinator will prepare a report that includes the
following information:

Physical and maiting address.

The installation’s telephone numbers.

Day and time the spill occurred.

Type of material spilled.

Estimated amount of spilled material.

Source of the spill.

Description of the affected site.

Cause of the spill.

Damages caused by the spill.

Actions taken to mitigate the effects of the spill.

Indicate whether it was necessary to evacuate personnel or residents.
Name of persons and/or organizations notified of the spill.

a L ] L] * L] L] L] L] L] » L] »

The Coordinator will have the emergency telephone numbers of the concerned
agencies and will be responsible for communicating the incident to such agencies. In
addition, he will attend to the inspections of these agencies and will see to it that the
additional measures recommended by such agencies are implemented.

6.15 Impacts Caused by Hazardous and Non-hazardous Solid Wastes

During the construction works, non-hazardous solid wastes, common to this type of
project will be generated. These consist mostly of debris of wood, sand, rock, paper,
soil, plastic, asphalt, metai, cement and vegetable cover.

The total wastes estimated for this project is greater than 100 cubic yards weekly,
approximately. The contractor will pick up and transport these wastes to a nearby
tandfill approved by the JCA. In addition, there will be waste generated by portable
toilets, paints, used ail, etc.
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The impact of these wastes will be concentrated mostly in the landfills because there
will be an increase in the amount of wastes they will receive during the construction of
the project. This impact will be minimized by reusing part of the soil to backfill the
trenches and restore the right-of-way and recycling all recyclable material, such as used
oil.

Poor handling of hazardous or non-hazardous wastes can contribute to water and soil
pollution.

The following measures will be taken to minimize the impacts from waste generation:
6.15.1. Non-hazardous solid wastes

. The material removed during the right-of-way clearing and leveling phase, such
as leftover soil, rocks and debris, wilt be placed in hauling trucks and disposed
of in places that require fill and are authorized to receive it or in an approved
landfill. The trucks will use covers to minimize the emission of fugitive dust.

. The vegetable cover removed during the right-of-way clearing and leveling
phase, will be mechanically shredded and reused as wood chips for the control
of erosion in slopes, as allowed by Law 70 of September 18, 1992, Puerto Rico
Solid Waste Reduction and Recycling Act, as amended and Regulation No.
6825, better known as the Recycling Regulation. The shredding will be carried
out with a Morbark top grinder near the site where it is generated, where the
resulting material will also be used.

. The material removed during the excavation of the trenches will be stored to be
reused during the restoration stage. This includes subsoil and topsoil. It will be
stored within the construction right-of-way and all the erosion and sedimentation
measures discussed in this Document and those included in the CES Plan to be
presented together with the application for the General Consolidated Permit will
be taken.

. The erosion and sedimentation control measures discussed in this document
and those which are included in the CES Plan that will be filed together with the

application for the General Consolidated Permit will be implemented in the soil
storage areas.

. ‘The reuse of the soil to backfill the trenches and restore the rights-of-way
reduces the project’s impact on landfills and fill soil quarries and it maintains the
integrity of the soil characteristics in the area.

. In case any surplus soil is left over, the same will be donated to a landfill site or
authorized sanitary landfill.

. Wastes generated by the employees will be collected in plastic bags and placed
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in containers to be later disposed of in approved landfills.

. A company will be contracted to provide portable toilet services. The same will
be responsible for the transportation and disposal of the wastes. In addition it
will be responsible for addressing nay kind of spill of this kind of waste.

6.15.2. Hazardous Wastes

. The only hazardous chemical products to be used during the construction will be
epoxy-based products, oils and lubricants. Inasmuch as possible, this type of
waste will be minimized. Used oils and lubricants will be recycled and the epoxy-

based products will be used to the maximum and any surpius will be stored for
future use.

. Handling of chemical products such as epoxy, paints and other materials will be
delegated on experienced personnel. This type of waste will be separated from
the other construction wastes.

. Chemical product wastes will be disposed of in conformity with the contents of
the Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) and applicable regulations. The
project’s Environmental Coordinator will carry out all the hazardous or toxic
waste disposal activities.

. Prior to the disposal of solid wastes presumed to be hazardous but not yet
identified, the residues will be analyzed (full RCRA) to identify whether they are
hazardous or toxic.

6.15.3. Used waters

The generation of used waters will originate, for the most part, from the hydrostatic
tests o verify the pipeline’s integrity. In addition, there will be a fraction of sanitary
residues generated by the employees.

Although the hydrostatic test water is clean water, an adequate place is required for its
disposal. It is estimated that 10 million gallons of water will be- needed for the test.

Poor management of that amount of water and uncontrolled disposal techniques could
result in soil erosion.

Poor handling and disposal of sanitary wastes could impact water quality and pollute
the soil.

The following measures will be implemented to minimize the impact of used waters:

6.15.3.1. Hydrostatic tests
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After the test is performed, the water will be discharged in discharge point NPDES 001
of the San Juan Thermoelectric Power Plant. There will be coordination with the
Federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to obtain the temporary discharge

permit. All the sampling and analysis conditions established by the EPA will be
complied with.

6.15.3.2. Sanitary residues

Portable toilets will be provided for use by personnel hired during the construction. In
this way the inadequate disposal of biological pollutants in the areas near t he project
will be avoided. The contractor that provides the portable toilets will be responsible for
the disposal of the wastes and for providing maintenance of such toilets at least once
- weekly, in accordance with the applicable regulations of the Department of Labor and
Human Resources. In addition, he will be responsible for addressing any spill of this
waste. This will be done in coordination with the project’'s Environmental Coordinator.

6.16. Socioeconomic Impacts

The socioeconomic aspect of the Municipalities where the project will be constructed
will be impacted temporarily. The impact is positive for the economy, because the local
labor force and the services of local businesses will be used.

In addition, there will be temporary impacts that will cause inconveniences to the
citizens. Those impacts are discussed next.

6.16.1. Economy

The project represents a temporary benefit to the local economy. Among the benefits
directly related to the project are: increase in taxes paid to the Municipalities due to the
construction, increase in employment opportunities and an increase in sales, among
others. This increase in local sales will be beneficial to the municipalities because they
will receive the recently established tax on purchases.

Puerto Rico has hotels and hostels that will house workers coming from the United
States who will be staying for nine months. Together with the inns, the restaurants, gas
stations, fast food businesses and convenience stores will benefit from the daily
consumption by these and the local workers.

During the construction stage, between 1,000 and 1,200 direct temporary jobs will be
created, approximately. Hiring local workers will have a temporary positive impact on
the municipal economy. In addition, there will be contracting of local businesses and
industries, such as: hauling trucks, sprinkling trucks, heavy equipment, leased cars,
trailers, portable toilets, purchases of lumber, gravel and bottled water, among others.

In addition, it is estimated that the project will generate some 4,000 to 4,500 indirect
jobs.
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6.16.2. Community

In Chapter 7, Socioeconomic Study, it was determined that the project’s construction
will not have a disproportionate environmental impact on any group.

The increase in traffic, noise and fugitive dust are factors that will impact the
communities adjacent to the construction. There will also be an impact to other
residents who use the public roads and to visitors, but to a lesser degree. It is
important to underscore that, by the nature of the project, the impact is short-lived. The
project’s construction is not stationary. The same will move from one place to another
in {ineal form, day to day. Residents adjacent to the construction will be notified in
advance of the dates construction will be carried out in their area.

The impacts caused by an increase in traffic, fugitive dust and noise cannot be avoided,
but the following measures wili be implemented to minimize them: free access to
communities and residences will be ensured; the work area will be delimited;
specialized work areas, such as the operations centers, will be located outside of the
quiet zones. In addition, there will be compliance with the measures indicated in
sections 6.4.1, 6.11.2 and 6.13 (Fugitive dust, Traffic and Transportation, and Noise,
respectively).

The AEE will implement a public information program to educate the community. It will
begin prior to the construction and will continue during the same. This will include the
use of radio and the local and regional newspapers fo disseminate information.

6.16.3. Impacts to public services and facilities

The construction of Via Verde will cause temporary and minor impacts on the public
services of police, firefighters and medical services. This impact will not be significative
because, prior to the construction works, there will be coordination with the
corresponding Agencies to ensure effective response in case of an emergency.

There will be coordination with state and municipal police to maintain order and control
traffic in some areas. Their services will not be necessary in agricultural or barren
areas, which represent the majority of the [and that will be used.

The Health Centers of each municipality will be identified to transport to them any
employee that could suffer an accident. The companies that will be evaluated for the
construction of the project must have an impeccable safety record and no major
accidents are expected. The existing system has adequate capacity to address any
minor accident.

There will be coordination with emergency management agencies, such as the Fire
Department, to handle emergencies.
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6.16.4. Land Acquisition

One of the most important impacts will be the acquisition of land to establish the
project’s right-of-way. Although there are no federal or state regulations that establish a
clearance distance with respect to buildings, the AEE will establish a 150-foot right-of-
way along the length of the alignment for conservation and maintenance purposes.
This right-of-way will be known as the maintenance right-of-way and it may be
increased or reduced in those areas where there are space limitations or particular
situations. It was calculated that within this maintenance right-of-way there were
approximately 102 structures or residences.

The AEE will acquire the land by expropriation in the operation right-of-way and, if
necessary, will extend the acquisition of land within all the maintenance right-of-way.
The latter will be in the minority of cases. In public interest projects, the AEE is
empowered by law to expropriate the land needed for a right-of-way. No more land
than necessary will be expropriated. The AEE will appraise the properties and the
owners will be compensated (fair market value) for the assessed value.

The project's construction will not alter the general use of the fand. However, there will
be specific limitations in the operation right-of-way. In agricultural areas, the owner will
be able to use the area of the operation right-of-way for light agriculture, planting lawn
or any other activity that does not interfere with the operation of the pipeline. The
construction of buildings or structures and planting of trees or vegetation with deep
roots will not be permitted.

6.17 Impacts on flora and fauna

The constiruction of the Project will necessitate clearing some 100-foot wide sections in
forest areas. The greater impact will be during the construction process. In the
operational phase there will be no impact in most of the areas, because there is no
noise, no impermeabilization of the scil and no discharges of substances such as oil
and fuel. At the end of construction, a 50-foot wide operation right-of-way will be
maintained. This means that after construction, vegetation will be permitted to exist
adjacent to the 50-foot wide operation right-of-way. To reduce the edge effect, the
mitigation plan will contemplate the restoration of the remaining 50 feet that were
cleared for the construction phase with the species that were present in that section of
the forest before the construction and which exist in the contiguous forest.

The indirect impacts on the habitats are mostly related to the clearance of the existing
vegetation during the construction. When deforestation occurs an edge effect is
created and invading species can colonize the deforested area. Among these there are
exotic and native species. These species can eliminate native species by depredation,
genetic modification and transmission of diseases. To minimize this impact, part of the
right-of-way will be reforested, except for the part corresponding to the 50-foot wide
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operation right-of-way, which will remain free of deep-rooted vegetation.

This 50-foot wide strip will be restored naturally with herbaceous and arbustive
vegetation between the two forest sub-units. Although this does not comply with the
environmental requirements and conditions of all the species that could be affected,
because it is not possible to reforest using trees, a naturatl strip is provided that serves
as a connection to several species. On the forest margins or edges, the trees that will
be planted as part of the mitigation plan will be the same native species with broad
crowns that are found in that type of habitat. This will create a bridge between both
sub-units and will provide a connection to those species that inhabit the highest forest
stratum.

Via Verde will require patrolling the 50-foot operation right-of-way, for that reason the
AEE proposes that every six months a biologist patrols the right-of-way in forest areas
of ecological value that are prone fo the edge effect. This biologist will identify the
invading species or the conditions affecting those areas and will propose control
methods. In addition, these areas could serve as study platforms for universities. In
this way the proliferation of undesired species will be controlled and the impact caused
by the edge effect and the fragmentation in these areas will be minimized. The loss of
habitat will be compensated through a mitigation plan that considers the characteristics
and processes intrinsic to the habitat affected by the Project.

‘By mitigating compensating for the lost habitat area, the AEE proposes to mitigate in
areas contiguous to the affected area, whenever possible. In this manner the
proportion of perimeter to area of such zone can be maintained stable.

Recognized among the habitats that will be affected are the loss of habitat of the
Guabairo (Caprimulgus noctitherus), Vahl's boxwood (Buxus Vahli) and of other
species. To determine the presence of the habitat of the listed species, studies specific
to these species and their habitat were conducted. These studies will be
complemented with additional field studies, as was coordinated with the FWS. In
addition, the Project contemplates the preparation of a mitigation plan designed to
compensate for the loss of habitat of the listed species found (if any) during said study.

As part of the work plan agreed with the FWS, a study will be made to determine the
presence of the Coqui Lianero (Eleutherodactylus juanariveroi) in the Project’s route,
near the area of Punta Salinas in Toa Baja. This will provide important information to

avoid its impact in case the presence of this species is determined in the area of the
Project.

The fauna and flora study conducted for the Project produced a broad inventory of the
species present along its route. The results found, with regards to the species
observed allow us to specify the type of natural community, what type of habitat and the
general conditions existing in the sampling site. The resuits also included data on the
tree cover by type of forest, which allows us to establish an estimate of the maturity of
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the forested areas sampled. In addition, the dominant species were included, of fiora
as well as of fauna, by area sampled. Data such as the abundance or density index of
species were not part of the study’s design.

With regard to errors in common and scientific names, we must indicate that we used
recent published scientific references. Common names vary from region to region and
even from town to town. '

QOther species that could be impacted are bats. There are 13 species of bats in Puerto
Rico, divided into 5§ families. Of these only 12 have been observed in bat roosts in the
municipalities crossed by the Project's route. Although 12 species are found in the
municipalities, only four species of bat could be affected by the construction of the
project. These species are: Artibeus jamaicensis (Common Fruit Bat), Erophylla
sezekorni (Buffy Flower Bat), Monophylius redmani (Leach’s Single Leaf Bat, Puerto’
Rican Long-tongued Bat) of the Phyllostomidae family and Eptesicus fuscus (Big Brown
Bat) of the Vespertilionidae family. These four species use the Vega State Forest in the
Municipalities of Vega Alta and Vega Baja to roost. In addition, the Common Fruit Bat
can be found in Matos cave located on PR-10, in Utuado. These species that could be
affected by the project nest in caves, whether warm or cold. Since the project does not
contemplate the installation of pipeline in cave areas, these species are at lower risk of
losing their roosting areas. The mitigation and compensation plan for the impacts
caused by the Project will include the necessary measures for the protection of these
species, considering the vegetation that produces fruits for frugivorous species. This
plan will be developed in coordination with the DRNA..

The Project does not impact the habitat of the White-crowned Pigeon (Columba
leucocephala) in the Municipality of Toa Baja, since no type of forest, mogotes or
mangroves will be impacted in this municipality. Areas in other municipalities that could
be habitat for this species will be impacted. However, such species was not seen
during the field studies.

Regarding the impact on trees, an inventory will be conducted in compliance with the
Planting, Pruning and Forestation Regulation (Regulation #25) of the Planning Board
(JP) and the Department of Natural and Environmental Resources (DRNA), which
includes the corresponding mitigation. In the study, 31 species of critical flora were
identified, as designated by the DRNA (see Chapter 3). The mitigation and
compensation plan for the impacts caused by the Project will include the necessary
measures for the protection of these species.

The biological diversity along the project route is documented in the flora and fauna
study conducted for it. Biodiversity could be affected more by indirect impacts than by
the direct impact. The instantaneous (direct) effect of the Project’s construction phase
is the removal of species from the space they occupy at present. However, individuals
of the same species remain in the adjacent, not-cleared areas. There could be indirect
impacts on biodiversity by the secondary effects of fragmentation in the short and
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middle terms. That is why it is important to establish the mitigation and management
measures (like the previously mentioned ones) to avoid or reduce the edge effect that
could promote the colonization of undesired species that have an effect on the native
biodiversity.

6.17.1. Protected, threatened or endangered species

According to the consultation with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USF&WS), the Project could affect adequate habitat for the species listed in Section
3.2.2.15. During the field work for this study, none of the species was detected, with
the exception of the guabairo. The methodology used, which consisted of walks
through stretches of different longitudes and the fransects to determine the occurrence
of species, the forests’ basal areas and the tree density by hectare, did not detect the
presence of these species listed at the federal level.

The project's alignment crosses through different areas with characteristics and
elements similar to the environments where these species inhabit, according to the life
zone in which they are. With regard to plants, although the same were not detected, if
any of those existed in the project’s alignment its impact could be avoided as describe
below for plants designated as critical at the state level.

With regard to the Puerto Rican Sharp-shinned Hawk (Accipiter striatus venator), the
Guaraguaito (Buteo plafypterus brunnesens), the Puerto Rican Parrot (Amazona
viltata) and the Guabairo (Caprimulgus noctitherus), construction impacts to areas
similar to their respective habitats will be avoided, especially during their mating and
nesting seasons.

It bears mentioning that the species listed for PR-10 and the Rio Abajo area of the
Subtropical Wet Forest should not be impacted, because the Project’s alignment in that
zone crosses through the right-of-way of highway PR-10.

The guabairo will be protected with the implementation of a protocol for its protection
and conservation during the construction phase. Also, the impact on the guabairo will
be minimized by constructing the project outside of this species’ nesting season. On
the other hand, the guabairo has limited distribution. Nevertheless, recent studies of
this species (Vilella, 2009) have demonstrated that it has a broader distribution than
previously reported. That is why the protection of adjacent areas, or areas near where

the guabairo exists, constitutes one of the most important measures to increase its
distribution and population.

Although the only endangered species (federal designation) found in the study area
was the guabairo, several species designated as critical at the state level were found.
These are listed in Section 3.2.2.14.

The species of flora designated as critical can be identified with some conspicuous
method (printed ribbon marker or “DO NOT CUT" flagging tape) and thus avoid
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impacting them. If there is a possibility of impacting these individuals, the same will be
transplanted to an adequate place, by personnel qualified for that practice. These
species are designated as critical for different reasons: for folkloric |mportance or for
being indicator species of habitats of greater importance.

The species of flora in the wetlands of the north are mostly herbaceous. Cobana Negra
(Sthalia monosperma) is sometimes found associated with mangroves. The mangroves
in the project’s alignment are present in the areas of Cucharillas (Guaynabo/Catario),
Rio Cocal (Toa Baja/Dorado) and in Pefiuelas. However, it wasn’t found there.
Although this species could be in herbaceous areas adjacent to mangroves, these
areas will not be impacted due to the construction method the project will use in these
areas.

The white or siliceous sands through which the Project's alignment will cross are
already impacted. These were found in the area of Arecibo, west of the sanitary landfill.
These areas have been used for the extraction of this material, for cattle grazing and for
yard maintenance in some residences. The presence of Chamaecrista glandulosa was
not detected, although the area was walked through more than once.

With regard to the fauna species, the guabairo (Caprimulgus nochliterus) is designated
as endangered, and the Puerto Rican Boa (Epicrates inornatus) and the White-cheeked
Pintail {Anas bahamensis), as vulnerable. The white-cheeked pintail was seen flying
over the project’s alignment in Pefiuelas. These prefer lagoons or ponds, which are not
under the impact footprint of the Project.

The Puerto Rican boa will be protected by the implementation of a protocol for its
protection and conservation during the construction phase. In the case of the Puerto
Rican boa, its distribution is very broad and it includes most of the island.

All permanent loss of habitat of the guabairo will be mitigated in a 10:1 ratio, in
coordination with the Department of Natural Resources and United States Fish &
Wildlife Service. The mitigation will be made in accordance with a plan to those effects
that will have the approval of both agencies before its implementation.

Cumulative Impact on the Habitat of the Guabairo

According to NOAA’s Environmental Sensitivity Index Map, the guabairo is present in
the mountainous zone of Pefiuelas, north of PR-2. The study of flora and fauna
conducted for the Via Verde project confirmed the presence of the species in Pefiuelas’
Tallaboa Saliente ward. The study that was conducted for the consfruction of
Gasoducto del Sur (Southern Gas Pipeline), confirmed the presence in the Encarnacion
ward. There is also presence of the guabairo in the mountainous area of Ponce, in the
Canas ward, which borders Pefiuelas’ Encamnacion ward. In Pefiuelas, the guabairo’s
habitat was impacted in the past by the construction of an industrial fandfill, the clearing
of part of the construction right-of-way of Gasoducto del Sur and the clearing of areas
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for the construction of houses and businesses. In addition, it is under pressure from
future developments.

In Ponce the habitat was impacted in the past by the construction of PR-2, the Ponce
Correctional Center (Las Cucharas), and the clearing of the right-of-way for the
construction of Gasoducto del Sur. In addition, it is also under pressure from future
developments. There are two future housing developments, one of them with

construction permit from the Municipality of Ponce. In this estate the land is completely
segmented by roads. '

All these projects have contributed to diminish and fragment the habitat of the species.
The survival of the guabairo depends on the presence of forested areas because it
nests on the ground and avoids areas with no vegetation. Although according to Vilella

and Zwank, 1987, the guabairo also can exist in lands that have suffered some type of
impact.

Via Verde is a future project that will add on to the past, present and future impact of
the species, since it will add to the fragmentation and reduction of the same caused by
the mentioned projects. However, since there will be no human habitation in the area
of the right-of-way, there will be some degree of natural restoration of the same that
could foster the presence in its surroundings.

It is important to mention, that far as is known, only the construction of PR-2 by the
Highways Authority, and the clearing of part of the right-of-way for Gasoducto del Sur
by the AEE, were the only ones that considered the impact on the guabairo’s habitat
and prepared mitigation plans. The AC (Highways Authority) bought lands with
guabairo habitat in another area of Pefiuelas, and the AEE promised to transfer $5
million dollars to the DRNA for the purchase of land with guabairo habitat. The AEE
transferred $1.5 million dollars and the DRNA is in the process of purchasing. The AEE

will continue transferring funds as the DRNA supplies yearly reports with the status of
the acquisition.

For the Via Verde project, the AEE will continue to contribute to the purchase of land of
high value that are guabairo habitat. These lands will be transferred to the DRNA for
perpetual conservation. These lands will be acquired contiguous to the existing habitat
of this species, so as to mitigate the fragmentation to said habitat by maintaining the
ratio of perimeter to area of the zone. The mitigation will be in situ or in contiguous

areas, in a 10:1 ratio, by acquiring land in the north portion of the hills that constitute
guabairo habitat.

6.18 Impacton Air Quality
Air quality can be impacted by the modification of the units, whether in regard to the

criteria pollutants, dangerous and others included in the Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD) program, the fugitive dust and the emission sources that will be
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used during the construction phase.

6.18.1. Description of Criteria Pollutants and their Effect on Health
and the Environment

The so-called criteria pollutants are those for which limits have been established to
protect human health and well-being. There are two categories of health effects as a
function of exposure time to the pollutants: acute and chronic. Acute effects affect
specific organs immediately, such as those related to breathing and the eyes. Chronic
effects are those that will present themselves after a long exposure (years) to the
pollutants. Damages to human health vary with the intensity and duration of exposure
to the pollutants and with the populations’ health level. Specific population groups are
more sensitive to pollution than others, such as children, senior citizens and persons
with cardiopulmonary and respiratory diseases.

Next, the impacts produced by each pollutant on health and the ecology are
summarized:

. Sulphur dioxide (SO2)

Sulphur dioxide belongs to the sulphur oxides family (SOx). These are colorless gases
created by burning sulphur and they tend to dissclve easily in water. The primary
source of SOx is burning fossil fuels, containing sulphur in their composition.

Exposure to SO2 produces acute or chronic irritation and inflammation of conjunctival
and respiratory mucous membranes. SO2 can be transformed into other products,
such as fine sulphate (SO4) particles and sulphuric acid fog (H2S04). It has been found
that under a combination of particles and SO4, health risk tends to increase with an
increase in morbidity and mortality of chronic heart and respiratory patients. In
asthmatic individuals it could produce bronchial constriction.

. Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)

Nitrogen dioxide (NOz2), together with suspended particles are responsible for the
reddish-brown layer frequently seen over many urban areas. This gas belongs to the
nitrogen oxides (NOx). These are a group of highly reactive gases that contain different
amounts of oxygen and nitrogen, like nitric oxide {(NO) and nitrogen dioxide.

Nitrogen oxides are formed when a fuel is burned at high temperatures and/or when it
contains nitrogen compounds. The principal sources of NOx are motor vehicles, electric
generation plants and other industrial, commerciai and residential sources that burmn
fuel. NOx can also be formed naturally, by bacterial decomposition of organic nitrates,
forest and grassiand fires and, to a lesser degree in electric storms.

The progressive increase in exposure to NO2 can produce oifactory perception
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problems, respiratory distress, acute respiratory pain and pulmonary edema.
. Particulate Matter (PM)

It forms a complex mixture of solid and liquid materials suspended in the air that can
vary significantly in size, shape and composition, depending fundamentally on its origin.
The size of the particulate matter varies from 0.005 fo 100 microns (10-6) in
aerodynamic diameter, that is, from a few atoms to the thickness of a human hair.

The particles are formed by natural processes like plant pollination and forest fires and
by sources like burning fossil fuels to fertilizing agricultural fields. The particles can be
directly emitted from the source, as primary particles and they can form secondary
particles when some atmospheric gases react, such as: nitrogen oxides, sulphur
oxides, ammonia, erganic compounds, etc.

Some fifteen years ago their study and environmental regulation were centered on the
total suspended particles (TSP), which are smaller than 100 um in aerodynamic
diameter. Subsequently, the attention centered on particles smaller than 10 ym, and
until a few years ago, on fine and ultra-fine particles, that is, smaller than 2.5 and 1 um,
respectively. Thus, the so-called PM 10 can be divided, by their size, in coarse, fine
and ultra-fine, with the coarse fraction comprised of particles whose aerodynamic
diameter is between 2.5 and 10 um (PM 2.5-10); the fine fraction includes particles
with an aerodynamic diameter smaller than 2.5 ym (PM2.5), and, finally, the ultra-fine
fraction includes particles smaller than 1 um.

The smaller the particles, they can penetrate directly inside the lungs with possible toxic
effects due to their inherent physical-chemical characteristics. In several studies,
conducted in the United States and Europe, it has been found that prolonged exposure
to fine particles originating in combustion is an important environmental risk factor in
cases of mortality from cardiopulmonary disease and lung cancer.

. Lead (Pb)

Lead is a metal that was frequently used to manufacture water pipes, food containers,

paints and gasoline. The primary source of air poliution from lead has been the use of
leaded fuels in automobiles.

Because lead is not consumed in the combustion process it is emitted as particulate
matter. Lead is a foxic pollutant for humans, its difficult removal from the body makes it
accumulate in several organs and it may damage the central nervous system. Acute
intoxication causes symptoms such as diarrhoea, vomit, colic, convulsions and head
aches. lts elimination from the body is possible with medical treatment, although the
damage caused principally to the nervous system is not reversible. Children with high
levels of lead in their blood exhibit disorders in their social behavior and a limited mental
development with irreversible neuro-behavioral effects.
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. Ozone (O3)

Ozone is a colorless gas compound, it has the capacity to oxidate materials. Ozone is
a secondary pollutant formed through the chemical reaction of nitrogen dioxide (NO2)
and volatile organic compounds (VOC) in sunlight.

Ozone can cause pulmonary inflammation, depression of the immunologic system
against pulmonary infections, acute changes in the pulmonary function, structure and
metabolism and systemic effects in soft organs like the liver.

6.18.2 Preliminary Estimate of Criteria Pollutant Emissions

The proposed action provides for the change to natural gas in the Cambalache, Palo
Seco and San Juan power plants. This change represents a substantial reduction in
the emissions of criteria pollutants into the air (those regulated by federal and local
regulations). A preliminary estimate of emissions was prepared to determine the
applicability of a PSD permit and Rule 201 of the Regulation for the Control of Air
Pollution (RCCA) of the JCA. For this computation, the estimate of emissions resulting
from burning natural gas was based on emission factors AP-42 of the EPA and
operation at 100% was presumed. The mission values will be reviewed once the
contracts for the design and conversion of the generating units are granted. During this
process the manufacturer's emission factors will be obtained, which are more precise.

Acid and fluoride aerosol pollutants are included in these estimates. In addition, an
estimate of CO2e emissions was included. The estimate of the CO2e emissions is
based on the maximum emission potential for each power plant. Below are some
tables that contain the preliminary applicability analysis of PSD and Rule 201.

Preliminary PSD Analysis for Palo Seco Units 3 & 4

Fuel 5, % 1.5

Existing Existing . PSD

Allowable Allowable Projected Increment Significant
. .o NG . o PSD, Yes
Pollutants Emissions Emissions Emissions Netting Emission or No
(Onc Unif* | Units3&4 | .y ;),',‘* (ton/yr) Rate

(ton/yr) (ton/yr) y (tonfyr)
PM 979.00 1,958.00 32 -1,925.8 25 No
PM10 118.00 236.00 129 -107.3 15 No
502 13,554.00 27,108.00 10 -27,097.8 40 No
H2504 602.80 1,205.60 16 -1,190.0 7 No
Nox 2,417.00 4,834.00 4,740 -84.3 40 No
co 288.00 576.00 1,422 845.9 100 Yes
vOoC 44.00 88.00 93 5.1 40 No
Pb 0.24 0.48 0 -0.5 0.6 No
Fluoride 2.16 4,32 - 3 -
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Preliminary PSO Analysis for San Juan Units 7, 8, 9, 10 & San Juan Combined Cicle Units5 & 6

517,8,9,&10 SICCE & 6 PSD
Total - g
Natural Gas Emissions Natural Gas Emissions Emissions NG s|gn.|ﬁc.ant Existing Increment PSD
Pollutants |~ grmission NG Emission NG Conversion Emission A{!m_”abﬁ, Netting Applicability
Eactors* Conversion Factors Conversian ftontyr} Rate Emissions
(1b/10% scf) {tonfyr) {lb/10% scf) {tan/yr) {ton/yr)
PM 1.90 32.87 1.94 28.1% 61.07 25 2,946.22 -2,885.15 NG
PMyq .60 131.49 6.73 97.94 229.43 15 1,430.51 -1,201.08 No
501" 0.60 10.38 3.47 50.45 £0.84 40 7,619.76 -7,558.92 No
H250, 0.92 15.90 5.31 77.26 33.15 7 1,59226 -1,499,11 No
NOx 280.00 4,844.52 326.40 4,748.62 9,593.14 40 6,739.20 2,853.54 Yes
[4¢) 84.00 1,453.36 83.64 1,216.83 2,670.19 160 1,654.73 1,015.46 Yes
VOoC B.50 95.16 2.14 31.16 126.32 40 190.70 -64.38 No
Pb n/a nfa nfa n/a n/a 0.6 3.54 -
Fluoride No info No info No info No info No info 3 -
*Emission Factors from AP-42
**AP-42 Table 3.1-2a
*** Existing Allowable Emissions Stated in TV Permit
Preliminary PSD Analysis Cambalache 1,2 & 3
T PSD .
Emission Emissions Significant Baseline
NG & . Actual tncrement PSD
Pollutants Factors . Emission s s . .
6y | COnversion Emisisons Netting Applicability
{lb/10° scf) (ton/yr) Rate (ton/yr)
Y (ton/yr) Y
Cambalache 1,2 & 3
PM 1.94 21.15 25 113.90 -92.76 No
PM;q 6.73 73.46 15 | 290.45 -216.99 No
S0, 3.47 37.84 40 | 780.23 -742.39 No
H,50, 5.31 57.94 7| 182.24 -124.30 No
NOx 326.40 3561.47 40 1 120.28 3,441.18 Yes
Co 83.64 912.63 100 | 207.75 704.87 Yes
vOC 2.14 23.37 40 | 71.80 -48.43 No




AEE Via Verde, DIA-F, Chapter 6 Page 69
Pb n/a n/a 06 |0.12 n/a
Fluoride Ng info No info 3 No info

*Emission Factors from AP-42

When the increments are greater than the PSD values, the proposed action could have
a significant impact on air quality. These are:

Pollutant Rate of Emission (tpa)

Carbon monoxide 100

Nitrogen oxides 40

Sulphur dioxide 40

Particulate Matter . 25

Ozone 40 (of volatile organic compounds)
Lead 0.6

PM10 15

The analysis and measures needed to minimize this possible impact will be determined
under the PSD regulation and the Puerto Rico Air Pollution Control Regulation, of the
Environmental Quality Board (JCA). These regulations will require the significant
impact analysis by mathematic modeling of atmospheric dispersion, applying the
regulatory provisions for new emission sources (New Source Performance Standard),
emission conirol measures, visibility analysis and environmental justice. The regulatory
provisions determined under these regulations will become federally enforceable
conditions under the Title V federal and state permit system.

The preliminary emission estimates indicate that there can be applicability for Rule 201
of the RCCA (Location Approval) and PSD due to the pollution emissions of NOx and
CO in the San Juan and Cambalache power stations and of CO in Palo Seco power
plant. The formal exercise of applicability or no applicability of this regulation will be
performed once the formal permit application process begins. This will be done when
the Environmental Compliance Certification is obtained (Article 4B3 of the
Environmental Public Policy Act).

The required emission control measures will be implemented according to the
determinations of the applicability or no applicability analysis for Rule 201 of the RCCA
(Location Approval), as well as for PSD. Each power plant will be evaluated individually
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to determine if contral equipment is necessary and what will be the control required in
accordance with the Best Available Contro! Technology (BACT).

. PM10 Maintenance Area in Guaynabo

The RCCA was amended recently to re-designate the Guaynabo PM10 No
Achievement Area, as a Maintenance Area through a 24-Hour National Environmental
Air Quality Maintenance Standard for particulate matter (PM10) for the Municipality of
Guaynabo. According to the preliminary calculations, the conversion of the Palo Seco
and San Juan generating units will have the effect of reducing the PM10 emissions in
the Guaynabo Area by about 85%. This because the almost insignificant sulphur
content of natural gas, which is a precursor of the PM10 pollutant.

. Carbon dioxide

It is important to highlight that, although the preliminary estimate indicates that Rule 201
and the PSD could apply, there is a significant reduction in the criteria pollutant

emissions. In addition, Via Verde will result in a significative reduction (between 29%
and 59%) in carbon dioxide (COz2) emissions.

Carbon Dioxide Equivalent {CO2e)
Natural Gas Diference
Power Plant Fuel Qil (Tons/yr} ( Tons/yr) (Tons/yr} Reduction %
Palo Seco 2868,150.7 2022,146.4 846,004.3 29%
San Juan 4281,122.4 1738,1%4.4 2542,928.0 59%
Cambalache 1857,413.0 1303,468.8 553,944.2 30%

This gas is a product of combustion that has the capacity to retaining the heat the sun
radiates on the planet. It is postulated that human activity causes an increase in the
concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, which in turn results in an increase
in global temperature. This phenomenon is denominated global warming. Global
warming can have negative environmental impacts, such as droughts, wildfires, more
infense storms, heat waves, glacier melting, considerable increase in sea levels,

changes in ecosystems, coral bleaching, costal erosion and air quality deterioration,
among others.
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Throughout the world efforts are directed at controlling emissions of carbon dioxide. In
fact several legislative projects were presented in Puerto Rico for the control of global
warming, some of which are now law. However some of these laws became dead

letter, due to the impossibility of enforcement.

Via Verde provides a tool to assert the legislative intent regarding Puerto Rico’s
contributions to the control of global warming and anticipates federal environmental
laws and regulations in the process of publication, by diminishing emissions of this gas.

. Hazardous Pollutants

The estimate of hazardous poliutant emissions for each power plant is included in the

following table:

71
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The estimate is based on the maximum emission potential for each power plant. The
federal regulation establishes that, an emission source is a major one, in hazardous
pollutant emissions, if it has the capacity to emit 10 tons/yr of an individual pollutant or
25 tons/yr in the combination of said pollutants (CAPs). Depending on the emission
source, combustion turbines or steam boilers, the corresponding NESHAP (National
Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants) emission standard will be applied, as
required by regulation.

For combustion turbines (Cambalache Power Station and Combined Cycle Turbines
units 5 and 6 of San Juan Power Station), applies NESHAP for Construction Turbines
40 CFR Part 63, Sub-part YYYY of March 4, 2004, which establishes a limit of emission
for the pollutant formaldehyde.

As for the boilers of the San Juan and Palo Seco Power Plants, at present the
Environmental Protection Agency is collecting information to establish some emission

standards for this type of source by March, 2011 (Air Toxics Standards for Utilities -
Utility NESHAP).

Regarding the cumulative affects on air quality due to the operation of the units in the
power plants that will use natural gas, the present permits system the Power Plants
now have considers each one as a sole Emission Source. Therefore, the cumulative
effects are contemplated in the permits in affect, and alsc in the permits that will be
obtained for the changes related to the use of natural gas. The processing of the.
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corresponding permits will consider the applicability of NSPS, NSR regulations and the
Puerto Rico Air Pollution Control Regulation, for the totality of emissions in each one of
the power plants individually.

It is important to highlight that the cumulative impact from pollutant emissions will be
positive because there will be a reduction of up to 64% in criteria poliutants (over
129,000,000 pounds annually) and up to 30% in carbon dioxide.

. How the proposed action is in harmony or conflicts with the specific
terms and goals of the plans in effect regarding the use of land,
applicable public policies and controls of the area to be affected

The public policy applicable to the activity under study is the following:

Constitution of Puerto Rico

Goals and public policy of the Puerto Rico Land Use Plan (JP 1995)

Law 111 of 1985 (For the Protection of Caves, Caverns and Sinkholes)
Law 292 of 1999 (For the Protection of the Karst Physiography of Puerto
Rico)

We discuss next the concurrence of the proposed action with the applicable public
policy:

6.19.1. Constitution of Puerto Rico

The Constitution of Puerto Rico provides in Article Vi, Section 19 that: “The public
policy of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico will be the most effective conservation of its

natural resources, as well as the greater development and use of the same for the
general benefit of the community.”

It is clear that this is balancing language between the protection of natural resource and
their social and economic use. It's about no part of the relationship becoming exclusive
of the other, but rather integrate in the most harmonious way possible; in other words,
not to underutilize or overuse the country’s natural resources. As discussed in this DIA-
P, the proposed action pursues a balance between conservation and environmental
protection, as well as the social and economic use of the natural resources. The
construction of the proposed action will only impact temporarily a minimai portion of the
country’s physiography. Such impact will be temporary, because after the project is
constructed, the strip of ground will reforest in a natural and assisted form, so there will
be no net loss of wildlife habitat. At the end of several years the environmental impact
will be nil and negligible when compared with the social and economic benefits such an
important infrastructure will bring.

6.19.2. Goals and Public Policy Of Land Use in Puerto Rico
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The document Goals and Public Policy of the Land Use Plan establishes among its
general goals the following: “To direct the planning process towards the achievement of
an integral, sustainable development ensuring the judicious use of the land resource
and fostering the conservation of our natural resources for the enjoyment and benefit of
present and future generations.”

An integral, sustainable development is the balance between economic development
and the conservation of natural resources with the goal of achieving a better quality of
life. As discussed in this DIA-P, the proposed action is an economic activity that does
not compromise the island’s natural resources permanently. In this DIA we discuss in
quantitative form the temporary impact that will happen in the areas under study. Itis
clear that such impact will be a temporary one and that the benefits of the action in the
short, medium and long term will be essential to favor Puerto Rico’s economic situation.

_ In addition, the project is not incompatible with the municipal land use plans. in fact,
said project is contemplated in the Municipality of Arecibo’s Land Use Plan.

6.19.3. Law 111 of 1985 (For the Protection of Caves, Caverns and
Sinkholes)

Law 111 was adopted with the purpose of protecting the caves, caverns and sinkholes.
As discussed in the DIA-P, in the region under study enclosures of caverns and
sinkholes were identified, so this law applies. To prevent any effect on these systems,
the AEE will carry out a series of studies on the nature of such systems to identify
potential effects of the extraction activity and the possible use of explosives. Through
the study of potential effects of extraction, we will determine the distances the
construction must keep so as to not affect the physical stability of caves and sinkholes.
Therefore we conclude that it is possible to carry out the construction without
undermining the goal of conservation of the caverns and sinkholes.

6.19.4. Law 292 of 1999 (For the Protection of the Karst Physiography
of Puerto Rico ‘

Law 292 broadened the intent of Law 111 to other physiographic conditions found in the
Karst zone. In its main statement it establishes the following: “To protect, conserve and
prohibit the destruction of the Karst physiography, its natural formations and natural
materials, such as fauna, flora, soils, rocks and minerals; to prevent the transportation

and sale of natural materials without the corresponding permit...” (emphasis
provided).

Notice that the law establishes the condition of a permit in order to carry out activities in
the Karst zone. Although the DRNA has not developed a system of special permits for
this zone, through the earth crust permits carrying out activities in is authorized. In the
case at hand, the proponent will handle the permit to extract earth crust for the
installation of the proposed infrastructure. Through this permit the DRNA will authorize
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the action in an orderly fashion in this important zone. To achieve this, the proponent
will avoid, minimize and compensate the potential impacts, as discussed in this DIA-P.

6.20. Change of land use through zoning

The proposed action does not contemplate prohibiting changes in land use through
zoning. The action proposes that there are no changes in the use of land in the area it
occupies; that is to say, the action seeks that the agricultural uses as well as the
undeveloped areas covered with arborescent vegetation and wetlands remain that way,
because in that way human populations are kept away from the alignment. Only one
restriction will be established through the constitution of an operation right-of-way in

favor of the AEE, in which the planting of deep-rooted trees or the construction of any
structures will not be permitted.

6.21. Justification of the proposed use of resources

At present, the land proposed to construct the action are used mostly for agriculture
and areas free of anthropogenic developments. A portion of the land sustains
vegetation and wildlife. However, a significative portion of the premises have been
recently modified in their topography and vegetable cover (for example, the highways
rights-of-way). All these zones have varied functional values as wildlife habitats.

No significative economic use will be modified as part of the proposed action. The
agricultural uses will return back to normal once the proposed infrastructure is installed.
Likewise will happen with the wildlife, once the right-of-way is restored. In the short
term, the action on the green zones will mean the temporary loss in both cases. The
reforestation of the zones that remain inactive will contribute to reduce the impact on
flora and fauna in the premises.

In the short, medium and long terms, the proposed action will have a positive impact on

the economy of the regions where it is proposed (investment in construction) and of the
island in general.

6.22. Justification of resource commitment

The irreversible commitments of the proposed action will be the temporary modification
of floor space and the consumption of non-renewable resources such as fuel for the
construction equipment. The impacts regarding water consumption and the occupation
of a space of habitat for wildlife are considered temporary and renewable. However,
the environmental and natural benefits derived from t he action include the
improvement of wetlands and wildlife habitats through the mitigation plans, the
protection of air quality due to the significative reduction (more than 50%) in

emanations in the AEE's power plants and the reduction and stabilization of the cost of
electricity in Puerto Rico.
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"Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" To =<soto.jose@epa.gov>, <Edwin_Mufiz@fws.gov>,
<Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.ar <marelisa_rivera@fws.gov>,

my.mil> <hsueiro@prshpo. gobl'erno o>,

02/28/2011 05-19 PM €C "Garcla, Edgar W 5AJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,

"Munoz-Caro, Angela SAJ"

<Angela.Munoz-Caro@usace.army.mil>
bee

Subject Via Verde IAM March 2nd (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Team,
As discussed and petitioned by the Consultants during last IAM of 2 February, we are meeting again on

Wednesday, March Zm at 0930 at the COE Patio Conference Room. We do not anticipate this to be a
long meeting. Your attendance will be appreciated it. Thanks.

Sindulfe Castillo, P.E.

Chief, Antilles Regulatory Section

400 Fernandez Juncos Avenue, San Juan, PR 00901
Tel: 787-729-6905 ext. 3054; Fax: 787-729-6906

Use the link below for: Map to our office, FAQ's, Contact info, OQur _
Statutes, Regulations, AVATAR Guide To Fill Out Applications, Public Notices
& More. http://www.saj.usace.army.mil/Divisions/Regulatory/index.htm

Pending permit status is available online.
http://www.saj.usace.army. m11/D1v1s1ons/Regulator'v/pendPer‘mlt/lndex htm

Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey by
clicking on the following link: http://per?.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html

Classification; UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



Rafael To Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI

cc
03/01/2011 02:50 PM
bce

Subject Noncompliance and Via vered meeting

Mare,

Aqui te envio mi draft de la carta de noncompliance det Gasoducto del sur. Tambien te envio la hoja de
nuestros intereses para la reunion de manana en el CoE sobre Via Verde.

LP 012 notice of noncompliance.doc  Via Verde meeting ES concems 03_02_2011.doc

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boguerén, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 214
(787) 851-7440 (fax)
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov



Via Verde meeting ES concerns

. Hawks

a. We have not received any new information

. Nightjar

a. We provide technical assistance

b. We agreed with leaving a 100m distance between the road and first
nightjar survey point to avoid edge effect during the surveys.

¢. We concurred with methodology

d. We visit the area

€. We participate in one survey (2/23/2011), nightjar where present.

. PR Crested Toad

a. No information has been received
b. We have not been contacted to visit the areas as we agreed.

. Coqui Llanero
a. No information has been received
b. We have not been contacted to visit the areas as we agreed.

. PR Boa

a. No information has been received

. Plants

a. Survey should be in all areas

We would like to see copy of all endangered species study
reports

Endangered species study reports should quantify impacts on
suitable habitats.



Yousev Garcia To Edwin Mufiiz <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, "Marelisa T. Rivera"
<yousevgr@yahoo.com> <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>, Rafael Gonzalez
03/01/2011 04:51 PM <rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov>

cc Daniel Pagan <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE
SANCHEZ <I-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM=>, EDWIN BAEZ

o <E-BAEZ@PREPA.COM>, "Edgar W. Garcia"
cC

Subject Via Verde Guabairo Field Work Coordination

Dear Edwin and Marelisa:

Attached please find the letter summarizing the observation points refated to the guabairo field study. Toget
requested by the Service, a figure depicting each of the observation locations is included as well.

All field work was completed today. A field study report will be presented before the Service by mid next w
approval.

Please accept our excuses for the late submittal of this information, but we are confident that all field work v
approved work plan, action that is validated by the participation and coordination with the Service biologist,

We hope to see you tomorrow at the Interagency Monthly Meeting at the Corps of Engineers.

Regards,

Yousev Garcia

Letter ta USFWS Via Verde Guabairo Field Surveys. pdf



Yousev Garcia To Edwin Mufiiz <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, "Marelisa T. Rivera"
<yousevgr@yahoo.com> <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>
03/01/2011 05:16 PM cc Daniel Pagan <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE

SANCHEZ <|-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM>, EDWIN BAEZ

b <E-BAEZ@PREPA.COM>, Francisco Lopez
cc

Subject Via Verde Federally Listed Plants Surveys

Dear Edwin and Marelisa:
Attached please find the information requested regarding the implementation of the Plant Protocol presented

Since this has been presented way too close to tomorrow’s CoE interagency meeting, which will not allow tl
included here.

As in the past, PREPA is committed to address all of the Service’s concerns in a prompt and responsible wa;
We hope to schedule the requested meeting during tomorrow’s interagency meeting.

Sincerely,

Yousev Garcia

Letterto USFWS Federally Listed Plants Field Work Coord pdf
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February 28, 2011

Mr. Edwin Muriiz, Supervisor
Fish & Wildlife Service
Caribbean Field Office
Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00623

Dear mister Mufiiz:

Supplemental Information - Plant Species Sampling Protocol Methodology -
Via Verde Project
CoE Case # SAJ-2010-02881 (IP-EWG)

Reference is made to the Fish & Wildlife Service (Service) Memorandum dated
February 7, 2011 on which a written feedback was provided in regard fo the
Protocol and Interim Plant Sampling and Surveying Report (PPSSR) presented on
January 31, 2011.

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is pleased with the assistance
provided by the Service, as well as the fast response provided. PREPA will
respond to each of the recommendations included in the above mentioned letter,
so that an agreement can be reached, that will allow the completion of the PPSSR
required.

To facilitate the evaluation of the data and responses provided, supplemental data
and information are being presented and discussed in the same order as included
in the Service communication.

Transect to Survey Target Areas:

-Service recommendations related to increase of the total amount of transects as
presented in PREPA's Survey Protocol and Methodology was evaluated under the

130 WINSTON CHURCHILL AVE. » PMB 145 = SAN JUAN, PR 00926
PHONE: 787 960 2002 L-MAIL YOUSEVGREYAHOO.COM



Mr. Muiiiz

Sampling Protocol Federally Listed Plant Species
Case # SAJ-2010-02881 (IP-EWG)

Febhruary 28, 2011

Page 2

advice of Dr. Axelrod. The Service recommended increasing the number of
transects to be surveyed from three to four. As a result of the technical evaluation
completed including direct technical advice and input from Dr. Axelrod, we strongly
recommend that the amount of transects to be evaluated be maintained at three
as recommended in PREPA Plant Survey Protocol.

The rationale behind the technical determination mentioned above is based on the
fact that there may be confusion as to the total construction Right of Way (Row)
required for the Via Verde Project. As indicated in the Joint Permit Application
(JPA), and as discussed in our last meetings, the Via Verde construction Row is
limited to 100 feet and not to 150 feet as indicated in Mr. Omar Monsegur
Memorandum. This Row difference may have prompted the recommendation of
Mr. Monsegur, since based on his evaluation (150 Row) each transect was going
to be separated between the other by 37.5 feet facilitating the survey of the areas
of concerns. The approach developed and utilized by Dr. Axelrod, during the field
work completed and presented in the January 31, 2011 PPSSR was based on the
utilization of three transects each 33.3 feet apart (Row of 100 feet). Based on the
above the results, as well as the level of survey to be accomplished from the
implementation of the Protocol and Methodology discussed during our December
8, 2010 meeting and summarized in the preliminary Report dated January 31,
2011, will provide us the same results as the methodology recommended by the
Service in Mr. Monsegur Memorandum, but based on the actual Via Verde project
Row of 100 feet.

Lengths of Transects Surveyed:

Pefiuelas Dry Limestone Area:

PREPA’s Technical Team completed a walkthrough of a total of 4.3 km at the
Pefiuelas Dry Limestone Study Area. The Service Biologist participated in the
field survey of around 4.0 km out of the total 4.3 km, for a 93% of the required
studied area. During this intensive field work effort, NO federally endangered
listed species where identified.

Moreover and based on the site vegetation characteristics observed during the
initial survey, PREPA Team, under the direct supervision of Dr. Axelrod, evaluated
six additional sub segments were potential hot spots for listed species were
identified. This effort amounted to a total length of 1.02 km or 24% of the entire
segment. (See Figure # 1) A summary of the surveyed area is included in Table #
1 below. The length of the surveyed transects areas evaluated by Dr. Axelrod and
PREPA Field Team covered the entire area depicted in Figure # 1. It must be
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pointed out that there were areas that oniy one or two transects were needed
since (1) visibility was greater than 50 feet, (2) were covered by dominant tree
species and /or (3) showed clear evidence of recent disturbance.

To facilitate the evaluation of the field work completed so far by PREPA's
Technical Team, below please find a detailed summary of the lengths surveyed by
areas, as well as the amount of transects located within the evaluated areas:

Table # 1
Transept Location | Length of Amount of Survey Conclusions
Number Transect Transects
Surveyed Surveyed
Northern Sub 0.12 km 2 No Federally Listed Species
Segment # 1 Found
Northern Sub 0.13 km 2 No Federally Listed Species
Segment # 2 Found
Center Sub Segments 0.25 km 3 No Federally Listed Species
' Found
Southern Sub 0.08 km 3 No Federally Listed Species
Segments # 1 Found
Southern Sub 0.12 km 2 No Federally Listed Species
Segments # 2 Found
Southern Sub 0.22 km 3 No Federally Listed Species
Segments # 3 Found
Southern Sub 0.10 km 1 No Federally Listed Species
Segments # 4 Found

Note: All transects are aligned parallel to the axis and located inside of the
Proposed Row of 100 feet.

Based on the information gathered during the field work completed for the
Pefiuelas Dry Limestone Area up to January 30, 2011 and based on the
professional judgment of Dr. Axelrod no further efforts aimed to identify Federally
Listed Species are required on this area. However, PREPA is willing to set up an
additional field trip to any of the segments already surveyed, including Service
Biologist in the forthcoming days and at a mutually convenient date.

In regard to the need of sampling access roads in this area, it must be mentioned
that the construction footprint that will begin at State Road 385, will be the project
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access road for Via Verde. In order to minimize impacts of the construction

footprint, staging areas during pipe installation will be located at the patches of
Leucaenas Specie.

Peituelas Cerrote Area:

As depicted in Figure # 2, the Cerrote Study area (Red Line) had a total length of
1.77 km. Up to January 31, 2011, PREPA’s Technical Team completed a
walkthrough within said (Red) area of a total of 1.16 km (White Lines) or 66% of
the study area to be surveyed. Service recommended undertaking a detailed
evaluation and survey of a total of 1.22 km (Green Line) within the total study area,
‘of which PREPA Team had completed a total of 1.22 km or 100% of Service
recommended area. Therefore, PREPA accepted and Service recommendation of
surveying the additional 0.43 km (Yellow Line) and already perform it.

As recommended by the Service, PREPA is providing the field work schedule
aimed to survey the area mentioned above, so that the Service Biologist can
participate of the projected field work. The next field visit is scheduled for
Thursday March 3, 2011.

Based on the site vegetation characteristics observed during the initial surveys,
PREPA Team, under the direct supervision of Dr. Axelrod, have already evaluated
the segment of 1.22 km suggested by Mr. Monsegur, as well as an additional 0.36
km evaluated by Dr. Axelrod before the USFWSs February 7 2011 memorandum.
Also an area of 0.24km within the study area was evaluated by Biologist Jorge Coll
during the EIS flora and fauna study. A summary of the surveyed area is included
in Table # 2 below. The length of the surveyed transects areas evaluated by Dr.
Axelrod and Mr. Jorge Coll covered the entire area depicted in Figure # 2. It must
be pointed out that in this particular area only one transect was needed since (1)
visibility was greater than 50 feet, (2) were covered by dominant tree species and
lor (3) showed clear evidence of recent disturbance.

Below please find a detailed summary of the lengths surveyed by areas, as well as
the amount of fransects located within the evaluated areas:
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Table # 2
Transect Location | Length of | Amount of | Survey Conclusion
Number Transect Transects
Surveyed Surveyed
Northern Segment | 0.93 km 1 No Federally Listed Species
Surveyed by Dr Found
Axglrod
Southern Segment | 0.24 km 1 No Federally Listed Species
Surveyed by Mr. Found
Jorge Coll during the
EIS
Additional area | 0.65 km 1 No Federally Listed Species
surveyed by Dr. Found
Axelrod after FWS
February 7
Memorandum

Note: All transects are aligned paraliel to the axis and located inside of the
Proposed Row of 100 feet

Addition of a Second Botanic Expert to the PREPA Field Team:

As indicated in section | above, the need to expand the amount of fransects from
three to four in not recommended since the Row established for the Via Verde
project is limited to 100 feet. In light of this, the need to have an additional expert
as part of the PREPA Field Team is not warranted.

Impacts to the Mogotes and Surrounding Areas:

The Memorandum delivered by the Service mentioned that PREPA had failed to
provide documentation that clearly indicated if the Mogotes will be impacted due to
the use of Horizontal Directional Drilling, access roads and staging areas.

PREPA reiterates that all efforts aimed to avoid direct impacts to the Mogotes
have been part of the Via Verde design approach since day one. At this time, and
as established in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (DIA-F), PREPA will
undertake the use of the BORE Technique to avoid direct impact to the Mogotes.
This approach should address in full the concerns presented since it will avoid
direct impacts to the Mogote hill as discussed with the Service previously.
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The PPSSR and the field work related with it, allowed concluding that “The
limestone hill region of Manati is thoroughly disturbed, including an old waste
dump located in the lower slopes. The lower elevations in this area do not warrant
intensive surveys. However, the upper slopes do contain Offoschulzia rhodoxyion
(a target species and listed on the federal register). Three different individuals of
Ottoshulzia were identified in this area by Dr. Axelrod, and it is suspected that
more are present. One of the individuals is near the current alignment and the
other two are far to the north. The last two, were located during an inspection for a
potential access road. Changes to the pipeline right-of-way alignment and / or
drilling through hills in this area may be possible. This will eliminate any
threat to this species. Some lower hills nearby in the Manati Area will be Bored
aimed to prevent any impact to Federally Listed Species.

Moreover, data provided by Dr. Axelrod based on previous field studies within the
Karst area of Manati; allow us to conclude that the fact that an individual of the
Ottoschulzia tree is found within an study area, has not been in the past evidence
that there are other rare plants in the area under evaluation. In fact, it is quite the
contrary, since said occurrence is pretty much its own indicator. Scientific
evidence available demonstrates that the Ottoschulzia tree can be classified as a
relatively common 'rare’ tree found in different regions of the karst areas in
Puerto Rico. In addition, a small patch of undisturbed forest on top of a Mogote
does not warrant a thorough search of the base, when Via Verde project as

previously mentioned will avoid direct impact to said karst zone hills and/or
Mogotes.

In light of the above, PREPA is accepting the F&WS botanist’s recommendation
that additional surveys considering the lower slopes of the Mogotes in the Manati
area are o be conducted, following the protocol included in the PPSSR presented
before the Service last January 2011. Additional sampling areas will be limited to
needed access roads as well as staging areas.

Habitat Assessmenis within the Periuelas Area:

The Service presented concerns that the habitat assessment conducted at the
Peruelas Study area was allegedly conducted outside of the centerline of the Via

Verde Project. In this regard, PREPA will accept Service recommendations
related with:

» Marking all paralle! transects utilizing GPS techniques and equipment. All
data collected will be provided as a GIS layer in the Final PIPSSR,
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« GIS will be overlaid over the Via Verde construction Row (100 feet)
Plant Experts will be assigned a GPS unit and will be supplied with the
latest pipeline alignment in a future habitat assessment inspection to
address these particular concerns.

Survey within the Peiiuelas Area (Pico Cerrote).

The Cerrote Pefiuelas Area was found to be disturbed in the recent past (some old
and abandoned houses) and is honeycombed with jeep trails. Due to these man
induced impacts, the vegetation is not representative of areas in which the target .
species of endangered plants occur elsewhere in the region. For example,
Thelypteris yaucoensis and Polystichum calderonensis are known only from
exposed rocky summits of more or less pristine mountains; the only known
populations of Thelypteris verecunda and Thelypteris inabonensis are many miles
outside of the target area and in very different habitats. In addition, Juglans
jamaicensis is known from a single population many miles away in a coffee
plantation where it is a relict. This Pefiuelas Cerrote Site has been clear cut more
recently and shows no evidence of having had extensive coffee planting. This
area should be removed from the final survey areas.

Habitat inspections of the Pefiuelas Cerrote Area demonstrated limited quality of
the forested area due to the reasons mentioned above. Accordingly, giving any
thought to the fact that the Juglans was found 120+ years ago in Pefiueias /
Adjuntas areas, and that fern spores can travel significant distances, would make
any public land that is used in the whole city of Adjuntas and its surroundings
subject to close scrutiny.

Habitats Inspected within the Pefiuelas Area:
See Tables # 1 and 2 Above.
Joint Future Field Inspections:

PREPA welcomes full participation of the Service personnel on all future field
habitat evaluation and field trips. In an effort to foster said participation, a work
schedule will be presented to the Service describing the dates and areas to be
inspected once a final agreement as to the additional work required is reached
with the Service. In addition, all the phone numbers needed for the effective field
work coordination will be also provided to the Service.
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As indicated before, the Puerto Rico Energy Power Authority (PREPA) is
committed to address any and all concerns presented by the Service in such a

way that requirements inciuded in the Endangered Species Act (ESA) be fully
addressed and comply with.

In the event additional information related with the PPSSR is needed by the

Service, please do not hesitate to contact Eng. Danny Pagan at your earliest
convenience at 787-382-7330.

Sincerely,

2,/..«-‘- A"‘ /Z&W'

Yousev Garcia
Director

See Attachments 1 & 2 Figures Summarizing Plants Surveyed Areas

C. Mr. Edgar Garcia (US Cok)
Eng. Osvaldo Collazo (US CoE)
Eng. Larry Evans (BC Peabody)
Eng. Francisco Lopez (PREPA)
Eng. Daniel Pagan (PREPA)
Via Verde Project File
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e 193

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
. Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Carlos

03/03/2011 04:38 PM Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

cc Michelle Ramos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

bece
Subject Fw: Via Verde Federally Listed Plants Surveys

For review and comments
Michelle: Forthe File

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boguerdn, Puerid Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
-—— Forwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/03/2011 04:35 PM -

Yousev Garcia

<yousevgr@yahoo.com> To Edwin Mufiiz <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, "Marelisa T. Rivera"

03/01/2011 05:16 PM <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

cc Daniel Pagan <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE
SANCHEZ <|-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM>, EDWIN BAEZ
<E-BAEZ@PREPA.COM>, Francisco Lopez
<flopez1075@prepa.com>, Larry Evans
<LarryEvans@bcpeabody.coms>, "Edgar W. Garcia"
<edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil>, "Franklin S. Axelrod"
<axelrod.upr@gmail.com>
Subject Via Verde Federally Listed Plants Surveys

Dear Edwin and Marelisa:

Attached please find the information requested regarding the implementation of the Plant
Protocol presented previously to the Service.

Since this has been presented way too close to tomorrow’s CoF interagency meeting, which will
not allow the Service to evaluate the document included herein, we request a meeting with the
Service to which we will invite Dr. Axelrod to explain the rationale behind the information



included here.

Asin the past, PREPA is committed to address all of the Service’s concerns in a prompt and

responsible way, that will allow the completion of the biclogical assessment evaluation by
Service Staff.

We hope to schedule the requested meeting during tomorrow’s interagency meeting.

Sincerely,

Yousev Garcia

Letter to USFWS Federally Listed Plants Field "/ ark Coord.pdf



e # 1T

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOL To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/03/2011 04:40 PM cc  Michelle Ramos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bee

Subject Fw: Via Verde Guabairo Field Work Coordination

Rafael for your review
Michelle for the file

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerédn, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

{787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787} 510-5207 (mobite)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
-— Forwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/03/2011 04:39 PM —--

Yousev Garcia

<yousevgr@yahoo.com> To Edwin Mufiiz <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, "Marelisa T. Rivera"
03/01/2011 04:51 PM ' <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>, Rafael Gonzalez
<rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov>
¢c Daniel Pagan <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com=>, VELISSE
SANCHEZ <I-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM>, EDWIN BAEZ
<E-BAEZ@PREPA.COM=>, "Edgar W. Garcia"
<edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mi>, Larry Evans
<LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com>, Francisco Lopez
<flopez1075@prepa.com>, Jose Chabert
<jose.chabert@yahoo.com=>, Julic E Cardona
<sanjuanbay@hotmail.com>
Subject Via Verde Guabairo Field Work Coordination

Dear Edwin and Marelisa:

Attached please find the letter summarizing the observation points related to the guabairo field
study. Together with the attached letter, and as requested by the Service, a figure depicting each
of the observation locations is included as well.

All field work was completed today. A field study report will be presented before the Service by
mid next week, for your consideration and final approval.



Please accept our excuses for the late submittal of this information, but we are confident that ali
field work was completed according to the approved work plan, action that is validated by the
participation and coordination with the Service biologist, as requested in the approval letter.
We hope to see you tomorrow at the Interagency Monthly Meeting at the Corps of Engineers.
Regards,

Yousev Garcia

Letter to USFWS Via Verde Guabairo Field Surveps. pdf



Dec #1%

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
+ 03/07/2011 05:38 PM ce Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/IFWS/DCI@FWS
bce

Subject Re: PREPA plant surveysE

El 9 de marzo a las 9:00 am

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerio Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

{787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and prlnCip|eS )
Stephen R. Covey - - T
Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI D :ﬁ ‘ o, 5

Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI —

To Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

03/07/2011 12:02 PM cc Rafael Gonzalez/RAIFWSIDOI@FWS, Carlos
Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
Subject PREPA plant surveys

Mare,
| think that we should have a meeting to discuss PREPA comments regarding plant surveys.

Omar A. Monsegur Rivera

Fish & Wildlife Biologist - Botanist

Ecological Service Field Office, Boquerdn Puerto Rico
Phone (787) 851-7297 ext 217



‘boo a1

daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.co To “"MarElisa Rivera" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

m ¢ Omar_Monsegur@fws.gov, "Edwin Muniz"

03/07/2011 05:38 PM <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil,
Please respond to Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov, "Yousef Garcia"

daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com bee

Subject Re: meeting FWS

Les confirmo esta tarde. Para mi esta OK, pues nos interesa atender todo este importante aspecto
durante las primeras 2 semanas de Marzo.Si es posible, nos interesa discutir el Status de las
demas acciones solicitadas por ustedes.Dejame confirmar con Dr. Azelrod y otros.Gracias Danny

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T

From: Marelisa Rivera@fws.gov

Date: Mon, 7 Mar 2011 17:28:33 -0400 ‘Doc, # IQ(ﬂ

To: <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com> e —
Ce: <Omar Monsegur@fws.gov>; <Edwin Muniz{@fws.gov>;
<edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil>; <Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov>
Subject: meeting FWS

Daniel:

You requested a meeting last week to discuss the plant survey protocol. We checked our
calendars and we can receive you on March 9, 2011 at 1:00 pm. Let me know if that date is ok
with you. '

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.8S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
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daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.co To "MarElisa Rivera" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

m cc Omar_Monsegur@fws.gov, "Edwin Muniz”

03/07/2011 06:20 PM <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil,
_ Please respond to Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov, "Yousef Garcia"

daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com bee

Subject Re: meeting FWS

Marelisa:Confirmado para el miercoles 9 de Marzo a la 1:00 PM

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T

From: daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com

Date: Mon, 7 Mar 2011 21:38:10 +0000

To: MarElisa Rivera<Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

ReplyTo: daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com

Cc: <Omar_Monsegur@fws.gov>; Edwin Muniz<edwin_muniz@fws.gov>;
<gdgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil>; <Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov>; Yousef
Garcia<yousevgr@yahoo.com>; <DanielGalanKercad6>; Director Francisco
Lopez<flopez1075@prepa.com=

Subject: Re: meeting FWS

Les confirmo esta tarde. Para mi esta OK, pues nos interesa atender todo este importante aspecto
durante las primeras 2 semanas de Marzo.Si es posible, nos interesa discutir el Status de las
demas acciones solicitadas por ustedes.Dejame confirmar con Dr. Azelrod y otros.Gracias Danny

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T

From: Marelisa Rivera@fws.gov

Date: Mon, 7 Mar 2011 17:28:33 -0400

To: <daniel paganrosa@yahoo.com>

Ce: <Omar_Monsegur@fws.gov>; <Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>;
<edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil>; <Rafacl Gonzalez@fws.gov>
Subject: meeting FWS

Daniel:

You requested a meeting last week to discuss the plant survey protocol. We checked our _
calendars and we can receive you on March 9, 2011 at 1:00 pm. Let me know if that date is ok
with you. '

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

1.8. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491 '



Carlos Pacheco)‘R4lFWSiDOI
03/08/2011 03:15 PM

To

cC

bcec
Subject

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI

Jose Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Re: PREPA plant surveys

Last night, Maritza, Jan Paul and | searched for coqui llanero at wetland and channels around the in
Sabana Seca area, but the species was not detected. | think we should discuss this issue tco.

Carlos G. Pacheco

Fish and Wildlife Biclogist

Ecological Service-Boquerdn Field Office

Phone: 787-851-7297 ext 221
787-354-7744 cell

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DO!

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI
03/07/2011 05:38 PM

El 9 de marzo a las 8:00 am

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerén, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7257 x 206 (direct)

{787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

To

cC

Subject

Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4A/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Re: PREPA plant surveys

There are three constanis in life...change, choice and principles.

Stephen R. Covey
Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOL

Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI

03/07/2011 12:02 PM

To

CcC

Subject

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DCI@FWS

Rafael Gonzalez/R4/IFWS/DOI@FWS, Carlos
Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

PREPA plant surveys



Mare,
I think that we should have a meeting to discuss PREPA comments regarding plant surveys.

Omar A. Monsegur Rivera

Fish & Wildlife Biologist - Botanist

Ecologicai Service Field Office, Boquerdn Puerto Rico
Phone (787) 851-7297 ext 217



e

Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DO To
03/09/2011 08:12 AM ce
bce

Subject

OK

Omar A. Monsegur Rivera
Fish & Wildlife Biologist - Botanist

Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Jose Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Marelisa
Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Re: PREPA plant surveys

Ecological Service Field Office, Boqueron Puerto Rico

Phone (787) 851-7297 ext 217
Carlos Pache_coIR4IFWS/DOI

Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI

03/08/2011 03:14 PM To
cc

Subject

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI

Jose Cruz-Burgos/RA/FWS/DOI@FEWS, Omar
Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOIG@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Re: PREPA plant surveysf2)

Last night, Maritza, Jan Paul and | searched for coqui llanero at wetland and channels around the in
Sabana Seca area, but the species was not detected. | think we should discuss this issue too.

Carlos G. Pacheco

‘Fish and Wildlife Biclogist

Ecological Service-Boguerén Field Office

Phone: 787-851-7297 ext 221
787-354-7744 cell

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI

03/07/2011 05:38 PM To
cC

Subject

El 8 de marzo a las 9:00 am

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Omar Monsequr/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS

Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

Re: PREPA plant surveys



(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)
(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey

Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI

Omar
Mensegur/R4/FWS/DOI To Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/07/2011 12:02 PM cc Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Carlos

Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
Subject PREPA plant surveys

Mare,
| think that we should have a meeiing to discuss PREFPA comments regarding plant surveys.

Omar A. Monsegur Rivera

Fish & Wildlife Biologist - Botanist

Ecological Service Field Office, Boquerdn Puerto Rico
Phone (787) 851-7297 ext 217
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daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.co To “"MarElisa Rivera" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>
mo cc '
03/13/2011 10:56 AM

bce

Please respond to 7
daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com| Subject Fw: Species Surveys for Via Verde

Marelisa:

Aungque yo no les pude enviar los documentes antes del viernes, acuerdate gue
yo les indique que tenia que trabajar estc con el CoE. Te incluyo la nota de
" Osvaldo del CoE en repuesta al cerrec de Edwin.

Nuevamente perdena la tardanza.

Danny - . : '
Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T b(}c -ﬁ: 52,05 :

————— Original Message—-~-——--— :
From: "Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <0Osvaldo.Collazo@usace.army.mil> .
Date: Fri, 11 Mar 2011 16:29:34 '

To: <Edwin Muniz@fws.gov>»; Garcia, Edgar W SAJ<Edgar.W.Garcialusace.army.mil>;
<sindulfo_ castilloRusace.army.mil>

Cc: <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>; <daniel paganrosa@yahoo.com>

Subject: RE: Species Surveys for Via Verde

Edwin,
Not a problem. Thanks.

Osvaldo Collazo

Chief, North Permits Branch

Telephone (904) 232-1659

Fax (904) 232-1904

Cell (904) 610-9350

Please assist us in better serving yvou! Please complete the customer survey
by clicking on the following link:
http://per2.nwp.usace.arny.mil/survey.html L o o

‘:I)OC- é)f);>’ '
————— Original Message—---—- . )

From: Edwin Muniz@fws.gov [mailto:Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov]i
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2011 4:21 PM

To: Garcia, Edgar W SAJ; sindulfo castillofusace.army.mil; Collazo, Osvaldo
SAJ '

Cc: Marelisa Riveral@fws.gov; daniel paganrosa@yahoo.com

Subject: Species Surveys for Via Verde

This past Wednesday we met with Danny and staff to go over the status of

species surveys. Work for plants still on going. They indicated others have
been completed.

We asked Danny to provide us with advance copy of the surveys. I hope you
guys are ok with that. This should not interfere with the work they are doing
for the Corps to make an effect determination.

Edwin E. Mufiiz
Field Supervisor
Caribbean Field Office



U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
(W) 787-85h1-7297
(C) 787-405-3641
(F) 787-851-7440

edwin muniz@fws.gov
Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/



Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/15/2011 09:21 AM cc
bee

Subject Fw: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

-—— Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/15/2011 09:20 AM --— ' boc, _-H" &Og
Daniel Pagan : e
<daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.c To Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov, edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil,
om> sindulfo_castillo@usace.army.mil,
03/12/2011 02:31 PM osvaldo.collazo@usace.army.mil,

OrnarMonsegur/R4/FWS/DOI
<OmarMoensegur/R4/FWS/DOI@yahoo.com>,
CarlosPacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@yahoo.com
cc Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov, LafryEvans@bcpeabody.com,

Jousef Garcia <yousevgr@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE
SANCHEZ SOULTAIRE <I-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM=>,
"FRANCISCO E. LOPEZ GARCIA"
<FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM=>

Subject Re: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

Marelisa:

Attached please find the Puertorican Parrot Report to be utilized in the development of
the supplemental Biological Assessment document, for needed action.

Danny

Doe ¥ 204
From: "Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov" <Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov> — ——
To: edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil; sindulfo_castillo@usace.army.mil; osvaldo. collazo@usace army.mil
Cc: Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov; daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com
Sent: Fri, March 11, 2011 5:20:58 PM

Subject: Species Surveys for Via Verde

This past Wednesday we met with Danny and staff to go over the status of species surveys. Work
for plants still on going. They indicated others have been completed.

We asked Danny to provide us with advance copy of the surveys. I hope you guys are ok with
that. This should not interfere with the work they are doing for the Corps to make an effect
determination.

Edwin E. Muiiiz
Field Supervisor



Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/

2

[ J——

Yia Verde Endangeréd Parrot Surveys. pdf
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Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To daniel_paganrosa@yahoco.com
03/11/2011 05:43 PM cc edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil, Edwin
Muniz/R4/FWS/DON@FWS, Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bee

Subject reports

Danny:

We did not received the CD with the reports you mentioned in our meeting Wednesday 9, 2011. Rafael
and myself will not be in the office Monday and Tuesday, and we have a staff working meeting all day
Wednesday 16, 2011. Thus, we would not be ready to give you input on March 17, 2011. Attached
please find a format you can use for the BA. Thanks

ks

P-4

Outline for BAs and BEs.pdf

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.C. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

{787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787} 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (maobile}
marglisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey



daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.co
m
03/12/2011 10:26 AM

Please respond to
danie!_paganrosa@yahoo.com

To
cc

bce

"MarElisa Rivera” <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil, "Edwin Muniz"
<edwin_muniz@fws.gov>, Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov,
"_arry Evans” <LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com=>, "Yousef

Subject Re: Supplementa! Biological Reports

Marelisa / Edwin:

All documents requested will be delivered today by 2:00 PM. They will be
delivered in separate E-Mail s due to its size.

Sorry for the delay.

Danny

—————— Original Message—-—-—--
From: MarElisa Rivera

To: Danny Pagan

Cc: edgar.w.garcialusace.army.mil
Cc: Edwin Muniz

Cc: Rafael Gonzalez@iws.gov
Subject: reports

Sent: Mar 11, 2011 5:40 PM

Message Lruncated due to size.

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T



Daniel Pagan To Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov

<daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.c . . .

om> —pag @y cc edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil, Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov,
Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov

03/12/2011 02:24 PM bee

Subject Re: reports (Sapa Concho y Cequi Llanero)

Marelisa:

| was pulled out yesterday on another subject related with the Via Verde project. My
sincere apologies for not being able to delivered them before.

Since some of the records are large, we will be delivering them in separate E-Mails.

This one in particvular is being translated by Sondra Vega and the translated version
will be available earlier next week.

Danny

From: "Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

To: daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com

Cc: edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil; Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov; Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov
Sent: Fri, March 11, 2011 5:40:42 PM

Subject: reports

Danny:

We did nol received the CD with the reports you mentioned in our meeting Wednesday 9,
2011. Ralael and myself will nol be in the office Monday and Tuesday, and we have a staff
working meeting al} day Wednesday 16, 2011. Thus, we would nol be ready to give you input
on March 17, 2011. Attached please find a format you can use for Lhe BA. Thanks

(See allached file: Outline for Bds and BEs.pdf)

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.0. Box 491

Boqueron, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851--7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

{787) 510-5207 (mobile)

marelisa_rivera@ws gov




There are three constants in life...change, choice and principleé.
Stephen R. Covey
_

Estudio Sapo Concho y Cogui Llanero Via Verde{1].pdf Spanich Version.pdf




-Doc :& DQ,I D.;'/__

D(zjaniel IPagan To Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov
<dantel_paganrosa@yahoo.c
om> -Pag @y cc edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil, Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov,

Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov, Edgar W SAJ Garcia

b <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
CC

Subject Guabairo Field Report

03/12/2011 02:52 PM

Marelisa:

Attached the Guabairo Field Report to be utilized in the write up of the Supplemental
Biological Assessment, for needed action.

danny
From: "Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>
To: daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com

Cc: edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil; Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov; Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov
Sent: Fri, March 11, 2011 5:40:42 PM

Subject: reports
Danny:

We did not received the CD wilh Lhe reports you mentioned in our meeting Wednesday 9,
2011. Rafael and mysel! will nol be in the office Monday and Tuesday, and we have a stalf
working meeting all day Wednesday 16, 2011, Thus, we would not be ready Lo give you input
on March 17, 2011, Attached please find a formal you can use for the BA. Thanks

(See allached file: Qutline for BAs and Bs pdf)

Marelisa Rivera

Assislanl Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Fleld Office
P.0. Box 49!

Boqueron, Puerlo Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax) '

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life..change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey



Y
Guabairo penuelas Informe Final Marzo 9,11.pdf
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Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/15/2011 09:21 AM cc
bee

Subject Fw: Via Verde Raptors Report

----- Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/15/2011 09:20 AM ---~; ])D C ’:&' CQD q
3 Daniel Pagan

<daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.c To "MarelisaﬁRivera@fws.gov'.'<Marellsa_R|vera@WQOV>,
om> Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov
03/12/2011 02:42 PM cc osvaldo.collazo@usace.army.miil,

edgard.garcia@usace.army.mil,
sindulfo.castillo@usace.army.mil,
LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com, Jousef Garcia
<yousevgr@yahoo.com=>, IVELISSE SANCHEZ SOULTAIRE
<|-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM>, "FRANCISCO E. LOPEZ
GARCIA" <FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM>, EDWIN BAEZ
<E-BAEZ@FPREFA.COM>

Subject Via Verde Raptors Report

Marelisa:

Attached please find the Raprtors Report to be included in the Supplemental
Biologoical assessesment, for needed action.

Danny
A

Via Verde Endangered Hapgguweys- Final Report[1].pdf



Doc #

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/17/2011 01:31 PM cc
bce

Subject reportes de especies via verde

Por favor imprime todos los emails e informes y los colocas en el file, Necesitamos responder con
comentarios por escrito.

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service :
Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerio Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey



Doe # o8

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI] To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/21/2011 01:11 PM cc Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bce

Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Meeting with US Department
of Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration {PHMSA) (UNCLASSIFIED)

You should go to this meeting representing the office. Please confirm your participation with Edgar.
Thanks —_—et
-— Forwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/21/2011 01:10 PM -

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" bOC, Q«r’

<Edg?r.W.Garcia@usace.ar To "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Eogar vwWiGaTmagosavoaringni,
my.mil> "lisamarie carrubba” <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
03/17/2011 05:04 PM Soderberg” <Soderberg.cari@epa.gov>, "Carlos A. Rubio”

<carubio@prshpo.gobierno_pr=>, "Miguel Bonini*
<mbonini@prshpo.gobierno.pr>, <jalime.torres@dot.gov>,
<carlos.machado@dot.gov>, <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
<Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>, <Soto.Jose@epamail.epa.gov>,
<cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marisel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov>,
<jose.a.rivera@noaa.gov=>

cc “"Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mit>

Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Meeting with US Department of
Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration (PHMSA) (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen:

As discussed is ocur meeting of March 2, 2011, subject meeting has been
arranged for March 31, 2011 at 1:00PM to coordinate efforts in the federal
review process, and clarify the roles and functions of the PHMSA in the Via
Verde project.

Background information on PHMSA

As cone of ten agencies within the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT),
PEHMSA works to protect the American public and the environment by ensuring
the safe and secure movement of hazardous materials to industry and consumers
by all transportation modes, including the nation's pipelines. PHMSA was
created under the Norman Y. Mineta Research and Special Programs Improvement
Act (P.L. 108-426) of 2004. which was signed into law by President Bush on
November 20, 2004. The creation of PHMSA provides the Department a modal
administration focused solely on its pipeline and hazardous materials
transportation programs. Through PHMSA, the Department develops and enforces
regulations for the safe, reliable, and environmentally sound operation of
the nation’'s 2.3 million mile pipeline transportation system and the nearly 1
million daily shipments of hazardous materials by land, sea, and air.

PHMSA's Administrator is appointed by the President and confirmed by the
United States Senate. As the Agency's chief executive, the PHMSA
Administrator provides direction to nearly 400 employees within the agency's
Washington, DC Headquarters and Regions.



Please contact me should you have any guestions.

Respectfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District
Antilles Regulatory Section
Tel: (787) 729-6%05 Ext. 3059

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



""";“"‘" ¥ Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI

; -+ .

4©' 03/22/2011 09:50 AM cc Marelisa Rivera/R&FWS/DOI
A = L) bcc

Subject Re: Fw: Pipeline in PRE

Here is an updated briefing paper to the one submitted on Feb 2011.
T“—t]

20110322 _Briefing Paper Update Via Verde Gas Pipeline.docx

Edwin E. Muiiiz

Freld Supervisor _

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at htip://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/

Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI S _
Do B 22>
Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DQI — —
b 03/22/2011 09:19 AM To edwin_muniz@fws.gov

cc
Subject Fw: Pipeline in PR

Anything to update on the pipeline issue and/or in the briefing statement?

David P. Flemming

Ecological Services Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

Phone: {404) 679- 7096
(404)661-2429 (C) L —= .

Fax: {404) 679- 7081 ‘. TS S

e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov : boc, _ =02l

—-—-- Forwarded by Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/22/2011 09:18 AM - - :

Patrick Leonard/R4/FWSIDOI
0 To cynthia_dohner@fws.gov, Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jack

Amold/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

03/22/2011 09:12 AM cc Mark Musaus/RA/EWS/DOI@FWS, Merry Bates/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Acquanetta

Reese/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
Subje Fw: Pipeline in PR
ct



Cindy, here's the briefing paper from december . . ..
Dave, could you guickly check with Edwin to see if there's anything we need to update? Thanks,

p.l. B
{0 ﬂ*_ paie

—-— Forwarded by Patrick Leonard/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/22/2011 09:11 AM ———- DO
Jack Amold/R4/FWS/DOI

T0 patrick Leonard/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS

cc
03/22/2011 09:09 AM
90 Subject Fw: Pipeline in PR

Patrick - per our conversation, here's the briefing paper PR put together last December for the RD.
- Jack

Jack Arnold

Deputy Assistant Regional Director - Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

. 404-679-7311

——-- Forwarded by Jack Amold/R4/FWS/DGI on 03/22/2011 09:04 AM —— boc-’ ‘2 ‘ OI

Cynthia Dohner/fR4/FWS/DOI - : -
TO wpatrick Leonard” <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>, Jack Amold/R4/FWS/DOI

03/21/2011 05:27 PM - cc "Mark Musaus” <Mark_Musaus@fws.gov>, Mermy Bates/R4/FWS/DOI, Acquanetta
Reese/R4/FWS/DOI

Subje Pipeline in PR
ct

Hi, CEQ is calling about the pipeline issue in PR. I'll need to send them some information and wondered if
one of you guys has an recent briefing paper? 1know | read one before the group from PR came to visit
but | don't have an electronic copy. Thanks [attachment "Via Verde 3b BRIEFING 2010-12-22.doc”
deleted by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI]



BRIEFING FOR REGIONAL DIRECTOR

PREPARED BY: Field Supervisor, Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office, Boquerén PR

TO: Régional Director, Southeast Region, Atlanta, GA

DATE: March 22, 2011

SUBJECT: Update on the Proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline (Puerto Rico)

PURPOSE OF BRIEFING DOCUMENT: Provide an update on pending issues associated
with the proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline.

" BACKGROUND

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is proposing a natural gas pipeline
from the EcoEléctrica Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) facility on the south coast of Puerto
Rico in Pefiuelas to its power plants on the north coast (see map attached).

The 92-mile-long pipeline would cross 235 streams and wetlands. A 150-foot-wide
right-of-way makes the total project footprint about 1,672 acres, including 369 acres of
jurisdictional wetlands, making this project one of the largest infrastructure projects
proposed in Puerto Rico in decades.

The Corps issued a Public Notice (PN) for a proposed permit on 11/19/2010. The Corps
indicated in the PN that they will initiate formal consultation under Section 7.

We provided preliminary comments to the Corps in October 2010, and responded to the
Corps’ PN by letter dated 12/15/2010, which included our determination that the project
may have substantial and unacceptable impacts to ARNIs (a “3(a)” letter under our
permit elevation MOA with the Corps), and concurred with the Corps’ determination that
the project may affect 32 listed species. We also recommended to the Corps that a
Federal EIS is warranted for this proposed project. The RO sent the 3b letter under our
permit elevation MOA with the Corps on January 13, 2011.

In December 22, 2010, the Corps sent to the applicant a letter summarizing the comments
they received during the comment period. They asked the applicant to address the
concerns raised during the comment period. '

STATUS

On January 28, 2011, PREPA provided to the Corps a response to their December 22,
2010 letter.

On February 1, 2011 and March 2, 2011 the Corps conducted meetings with the applicant
and resource agencies to discuss the technical status of the project in relation to each
agency area of jurisdiction.

PREPA has conducted surveys to determine presence or absence of protected animal
species along the proposed route. However, surveys for protected plants are ongoing.
The preparation of a Biological Assessment still pending.



PREPA continues to believe that all the Service concerns as well as the concerns from
other federal agencies were appropriately address in a local EIS they prepared for the PR
Environmental Quality Board. However, agencies do not agree. There are discrepancies
between what they requested in the permit application, what they have stated in their
local EIS, and correspondence provided by PREPA or their consultants. In the local EIS,
they state that concerns raised by the Service (flora, fauna, aquatic resources) will be
address in the permit application with Corps.

The Service asked PREPA to consider above ground pipeline installation for areas of
concern for habitat and species. They indicated they considered that but discarded the
alternative due to safety concerns.

There are discrepancies and concerns over the right of way that the applicant is
proposing. This will determine the overall impact to resources. The applicant has
indicated that the route has been modified in several areas. However, the new route has
not been provided.

Sections 106 of the Historic Preservation Act requirements have not been completed.

A portion of the proposed route is located within a right of way of two Federal Highway

Administration projects (PR-10 and PR-22). FHA has a prohibition of on gas pipeline

within their right of way. PREPA has requested FHA to make a change to their

agreement. FHA indicated that they would also need to comply with NEPA.

The Corps has stated to the applicant the following:

- The applicant needs to satisfy the information requirements from the Corps;

- The information available so far was not sufficient to conduct a NEPA review;

- Alternatives analysis to minimize impacts need to be considered and alternatives
discussed in the meetings need to be addressed.

- The project as presented is a project without a gas supply. The EcoElectrica issue -
regarding the gas supply still not clear and needs to be addressed.

- Mitigation still needs to be worked. '

- The right of way for the proposed project still not clear.

- They have not decided if a Federal EIS will be required.

OTHER ISSUES

The Field Office has received several requests for documents under FOIA, some of which
are still being processed. We understand that other agencies are receiving requests as’
well.

The proposed project is receiving lots of aggressive of media coverage. Response letters
provided by the Service and other involved federal agencies have been published in local
news papers. :

Contact: Edwin E. Muiiiz, Field Supervisor, Caribbean ES Field Office, Puerto Rico,

787 - 851-7297 x 204
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BRIEFING FOR REGIONAL DIRECTOR

PREPARED BY: Field Supervisor, Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office, Boquerdn PR

TO: Regional Director, Southeast Region, Atlanta, GA

DATE: March 22,2011

SUBJECT: Update on the Proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline (Puerto Rico)

PURPOSE OF BRIEFING DOCUMENT: Provide an update on pending issues associated
with the proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline.

BACKGROUND

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is proposing a natural gas pipeline
from the EcoEléctrica Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) facility on the south coast of Puerto
Rico in Pefiuelas to its power plants on the north coast (see map attached).

The 92-mile-long pipeline would cross 235 streams and wetlands. A 150-foot-wide
right-of-way makes the total project footprint about 1,672 acres, including 369 acres of
jurisdictional wetlands, making this project one of the largest infrastructure projects
proposed in Puerto Rico in-decades.

The Corps issued a Public Notice (PN) for a proposed permit on 11/19/2010. The Corps
indicated in the PN that they will initiate formal consultation under Section 7.

We provided preliminary comments to the Corps in October 2010, and responded to the

. Corps’ PN by letter dated 12/15/2010, which included our determination that the project

may have substantial and unacceptable impacts to ARNIs (a “3(a)” letter under our
permit elevation MOA with the Corps), and concurred with the Corps’ determination that
the project may affect 32 listed species. We also recommended to the Corps that a
Federal EIS is warranted for this proposed project. The RO sent the 3b letter under our
permit elevation MOA with the Corps on January 13, 2011.

In December 22, 2010, the Corps sent to the applicant a letter summarizing the comments
they received during the comment period. They asked the applicant to address the
concerns raised during the comment period.

STATUS

On January 28, 2011, PREPA provided to the Corps a response to their December 22,
2010 letter. '

On February 1, 2011 and March 2, 2011 the Corps conducted meetings with the applicant
and resource agencies to discuss the technical status of the project in relation to each
agency area of jurisdiction.

PREPA has conducted surveys to determine presence or absence of protected animal
species along the proposed route. However, surveys for protected plants are ongoing.
The preparation of a Biological Assessment still pending.



PREPA continues to believe that all the Service concerns as well as the concerns from
other federal agencies were appropriately address in a local EIS they prepared for the PR
Environmental Quality Board. However, agencies do not agree. There are discrepancies

- between what they requested in the permit application, what they have stated in their

local EIS, and correspondence provided by PREPA or their consultants. In the local EIS,
they state that concerns raised by the Service (flora, fauna, aquatic resources) will be
address in the permit application with Corps.

The Service asked PREPA to consider above ground pipeline installation for areas of
concern for habitat and species. They indicated they considered that but discarded the
alternative due to safety concerns.

There are discrepancies and concerns over the right of way that the applicant is
proposing. This will determine the overall impact to resources. The applicant has
indicated that the route has been modified in several areas. However, the new route has
not been provided.

Sections 106 of the Historic Preservation Act requirements have not been completed.

A portion of the proposed route is located within a right of way of two Federal Highway

Administration projects (PR-10 and PR-22). FHA has a prohibition of on gas pipeline

within their right of way. PREPA has requested FHA to make a change to their

agreement. FHA indicated that they would also need to comply with NEPA.

The Corps has stated to the applicant the following:

- The applicant needs to satisfy the information requirements from the Corps;

- The information available so far was not sufficient to conduct a NEPA review;

- Alternatives analysis to minimize impacts need to be considered and alternatives
discussed in the meetings need to be addressed.

- The project as presented is a project without a gas supply. The EcoElectrica issue
regarding the gas supply still not clear and needs to be addressed.

- Mitigation still needs to be worked.

- The right of way for the proposed project still not clear.

- They have not decided if a Federal EIS will be required.

OTHER ISSUES

The Field Office has received several requests for documents under FOIA, some of which
are still being processed. We understand that other agencies are receiving requests as
well.

The proposed project is receiving lots of aggressive of media coverage. Response letters
provided by the Service and other involved federal agencies have been published in local
NEWS papers.

Contact: Edwin E. Muiiiz, Field Supervisor, Caribbean ES Field Office, Puerto Rico,

787 - 851-7297 x 204
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TRV Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI
‘©‘; 03/23/2011 03:44 PM oG
Ao bce

Subject Fw: pipeline info, updated

FYI

Edwin E. Muifiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

LL.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440
edwin_muniz@fws.gov e
Visit us at http:/fwww.fws.gov/caribbean/es/ s _
————— Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/23/2011 03:44 PM -—— -Doc/ '.‘H: Q_:Llp

Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI -
03/23/2011 03:36 PM To edwin_muniz@fws.gov
B

Subject Fw: pipeline info, updated

Here is what Patrick summarized based on Cindy's request

David P. Flemming
Ecological Services Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1875 Century Boulevard
Atlanta, GA 30345
Phone: (404) 679- 7096
- (404)861-2429 (C)
Fax:  (404) 679- 7081 T e e

e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov b e H .
—— Forwarded by Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/23/2011 03:35 PM —-— _0_'_ c;lc;) S'
Patrick Lecnard/R4/FWS/DOI g : .
o cynthia_dohner@fws.gov, Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
cc

Subject Fw: pipeline info, updated

T

03/23/2011 12:07 PM

Revised based on yesterday's bp. | want to show that we've had significant concerns with the original
proposal; some of these have been worked out; and we're commited to working with PREPA o address

our remaining concerns too. Let me know what you think.



The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is proposing a natural gas pipeline from the
EcoEléctrica Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) facility on the south coast of Puerto Rico in Pefiuelas to
its power plants on the north coast (see map attached). The 92-mile-long pipeline would cross
235 streams and wetlands. The project crosses the southern karst region, central mountains, and
northern karst region. A 150-foot-wide right-of-way makes the total project footprint about
1,672 acres, including 369 acres of jurisdictional wetlands, making this project one of the largest
infrastructure projects proposed in Puerto Rico in decades.

The Corps issued a Public Notice for a proposed permit in November 2010. The Service and
several other Federal resource agencies identified a number of concerns with the proposed
permit. The Service's main concerns were about possible impacts to endangered and threatened
wildlife and plants, other trust species, and wetlands; other issues included the need for more
detail about the exact right-of-way for the pipeline, alternative pipeline designs (e.g.,
above-ground in certain areas), Section 106 compliance, NEPA compliance, and the risks of
sharing a right-of-way with transportation corridors along parts of the pipeline route.

In February and March 2011 the Corps conducted meetings with PREPA and the resource
agencies to discuss the project and these comments. During and after these meetings progress has
been made addressing some of the issues identified by the resource agencies; for example,
PREPA has now conducted surveys to determine the presence or absence of protected animal
species along the proposed route, surveys for protected plants are ongoing, and a biological
assessment is being developed. PREPA reports that they have re-routed the proposed
right-of-way to avoid some impacts.

Even with this progress, some issues remain outstanding, including a final description of the
proposed right-of-way, including the changes PREPA has made; the possible use of alternative
pipeline designs where feasible to reduce impacts; mitigation plans and commitments for
unavoidable impacts; impacts to transportation corridors; section 106 compliance; and the
appropriate level of NEPA compliance. The Service, the Corps, and the other resource agencies
are commited to working with PREPA and the Commonwealth to address these remaining issues
and move the project forward.



Doc 259

Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

¥ 03/24/2011 09:44 AM cc Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Edwin
Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

bce

Subject Re: Fw: Via Verde Raptors Report}

RG,

Please remember that | am not up to speed with all the details on Via Verde, therefore, my
comments/questions are solely based on the information provided in the reports (so, some
comments/questions might not be relevant). :

Comments on Raptors Report

1. Good report, in general. Methods are well-documented.

2. Make sure that they are aware that, although both species are non-migratory, they are still protected
under MBTA. )

3. For how long did observers remain at each point?

4. Once a raptor was detected, how long did the observers continue to observe the area where the
individual was spotted? If the period was too short, they may have missed territorial displays.

5. | would have suggested two survey periods: mid-late December and mid-late January.

6. Although no territorial/courtship displays were observed, some of the raptors observed vocalized.
They are not expected to vocalize while hunting, or risk detection by the potential prey. They normally
vocalize from a high peint (in the air or on a tall strucutre/tree) to advertise availability to a potential mate
or to indicate territorial occupancy. Therefore, their vocalizations suggest to me that the vocalizing birds
had established territories near the observation points. It is possible that, due to unknown factors such as
climate, their territorial displays had not begun or had already occured.

7. The two most important objectives of the surveys (2 and 5) were not achieved. Based on # 6 above, |
would have to assume that raptor territories are found near or within the project. Mapping termitories is
critical to determine potential impact or measures to avoid them. If no further surveys will be conducted or
“territory extrapolations/estimates” will be generated (based on best expert advise), my inclination would
be LAA determination.

JCRGE

Jorge E. Saliva, Ph.D.

Endangered Species Program

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office

P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Telephone: 787/851-7297, extension 219

Fax: 787/851-7440

E-mail: Jorge_Saliva@fws.gov - B

Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI O _ .
Doc Fam

Rafael :
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI To Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/15/2011 09:37 AM cc

Subject Fw: Via Verde Raptors Report



&

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boqueron, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 214
(787) 851-7440 (fax)
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov

—— Forwarded by Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DQI on 03/15/2011 09:36 AM --—-
Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI
cc

Subject Fw: Via Verde Raptors Report

-—- Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/15/2011 09:20 AM —--
- Danie! Pagan

<daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.c To "Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
om> Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov
03/12/2011 02:42 PM cc osvaldo.collazo@usace.army.mil,

edgard.garcia@usace.army.mil,
sindulfo.castillo@usace.army.mil,
LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com, Jousef Garcia
<yousevgr@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE SANCHEZ SOULTAIRE
<I-SANCHEZ@PREPA.COM>, "FRANCISCO E. LOPEZ
GARCIA" <FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM>, EDWIN BAEZ
<E-BAEZ@PREPA_COM>

Subject Via Verde Raptors Report

Marelisa:

Attached please find the Raprtors Report to be included in the Suppleméntal
Biologoical assessesment, for needed action.

Danny




Docrﬁ' ;230

Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafae! Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

g 03/24/2011 10:03 AM c¢ Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Edwin
Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jose
Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

bce

Subject Re: Fw: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

RG,

Comments on Parrot Report:

1. | think you should consult with the parrot people in Rio Grande and especially Rio Abajo; particularly
since we know very little about PR parrots in the karst area. | wouldn't be surprised if the parrots at Rio
Abajo behave differently than those in Luquillo (i.e., foraging activities, foraging times, foraging areas).

2. Apart from convenience, I'm not sure that the same observation points and periods for raptors are good
for parrots? If | am a parrot, why would 1 want to be visible and active when and where raptaors are flying
around?

3. The obseration points selected for parrots should have been done in coordination with DNERs patrrot
field team, to identify the best potential areas where parrots could be found (e.g., based on their telemetry
and other field observations). ‘

4. High peaks may not be the best spots for parrot observations. Parrots may be using valleys and
ravines/canyons. Therefore, observation points should have covered all those potential habitats.

5. Observations were made from 0700-1300. The afternoon period, when we know that parrots are very
active, was not covered. Needs to be done, since we don't know parrot ecology in the karst,

6. 1don't think that mid-late January is the best time to detect parrot activity. They may not be very vocal
or visibly active. Check with parrot people.

7. Infarmation not sufficient to make a determination. Surveys designed specifically for parrots should be
conducted.

JORGE

Jorge E. Saliva, Ph.D.

Endangered Species Program

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office

P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Telephone: 787/851-7297, extension 219

Fax: 787/851-7440

E-mail: Jorge_Saliva@fws.gov R

Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI ~ -
Doc 1"" 215

Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI To Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/IDOI@FWS
03/15/2011 09:40 AM cc

Subject Fw: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

Rafael Gonzalez
Fish and Wildlife Biologist



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 214
(787) 851-7440 (fax)
rafael_gonzalez@iws.gov

~--- Forwarded by Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/15/2011 09:39 AM -—

Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI '
03/15/2011 09:21 AM To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

cC

Subject Fw: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

--—- Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DQ] on 03/15/2011 09:20 AM -----
Daniel Pagan

<daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.c To Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov, edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil,
om=> sindulfo_castilio@usace.army.mil,
03/12/2011 02:31 PM OSValdQ.CU“aZG@UsaCE.army.m",

OmarMonsegur/R4/FWS/DOI
<OmarMensegur/R4/FPWS/DOI@yahoo.com>,
CarlosPacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@yahoo.com
cc Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov, LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com,

Jousef Garcia <yousevgr@yahoo.com>, IVELISSE
SANCHEZ SOULTAIRE <I-SANCH‘EZ@PREPA.COM>.
"FRANCISCO E. LOPEZ GARCIA"
<FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM>

Subject Re: Species Surveys for Via Verde (Puertorican Parrot)

Marelisa:

Attached please find the Puertorican Parrot Report to be utilized in the development of
the supplemental Biological Assessment document, for needed action.

Danny

From: "Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov" <Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>

To: edgar.w.garcia@usace.army.mil; sindulfo_castillo@usace.army.mil; osvaldo.collazo@usace.army.mil
Cc: Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov; daniel_paganrosa@yahco.com

Sent: Fri, March 11, 2011 5:20:58 PM

Subject: Species Surveys for Via Verde

This past Wednesday we met with Danny and staff to go over the status of species surveys. Work



for plants still on going. They indicated others have been completed.

We asked Danny to provide us with advance copy of the surveys. I hope you guys are ok with
that. This should not interfere with the work they are doing for the Corps to make an effect
determination.

Edwin E. Muiiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin _muniz@fws.gov

et gt £ o i b by et et
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Jan Zegarra/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

037/24/2011 10:23 AM c¢ Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bce

Subject Via Verde reporte coqui y sapo concho

Estoy de acuerdo con lo que dicen para el sapo concho en cuanto a que existe habitat potencial en
ciertas areas y que no se puede descartar la deteccion de esta especie por lo difiic] que es encontrarla
fuera de eventos reproductivos o evenios de lluvia...

Para el coqui llanero son otros 20...

Primero...

mencionan en la metodologia que realizaron las visitas durante el mes de enero de 2011... sin embargo,
la Tabla 1 incluye otras 2 fechas fuera del mes de enero (diciembre 30 y febrero16)... para el sapo concho
no se equivocaron...

para ninguna de las especies dan detalle de |a hora que hicieron las visitas ni las horas que invirtieron en
cada visita...

especialmente para el coqui llanero hubiera sido bueno saber la horas o las horas o el dia o los dias en
que detectaron a los coquis cantando... entiendo gue Carlos hablo con Sondra sobre esto...

si te fijas, para el sapo concho {especie que no encontraron) inlcuyen fotos y detalies de las areas que
proveen habitat potencial... sin embargo para el coqui llanero (especie que dicen haberla detectado) no
proveen ni una sola foto del lugar ni una desperipcion detaliada del sitio...

hasta una foto de una boa muerta pusieron ahi que no tiene nada que ver con las especies del reporte...

Como sabes fuimos al campo varias veces para corroborar la informacién del coqui llanero, inlcuyendo
grabacionhes en esa area...

Mi opinion es que aparte de este reporte, nosotros no tenemos evidencia de que alli ocurren coquis
llaneros...

Y segun el email de Neftali a Carlos... aparentemente nadie esta muy seguro de que alli ocurren coquis
llaneros...

Quisiera pensar que si, pero las visitas al campo y las grabaciones y el tipo de habitat me dice que no...

Yo no considerarta esa deteccion de la especie como algo seguro... toda la evidencia que tenemos nos
indica que fue un error... todavia se pudieran dejas las grabadoras por mas tiempo si quisieramos estar
mas seguro de esto...

Podriamos recomendar que se necesita volver a esa area con Neftali y su micréfono...?
ojala yo este mal...

Al -l LT e Lo T -1t Tte Dol T obe oo Tode B T Toobo s Eoobs )

Jan P. Zegarra

Endangered Species Program

USFWS-Caribbean Ecologicai Services Field Office
PO Box 491

Boqguerén, PR 00622

787-851-72897 ext. 220

cel: 787-548-8404

FAX: 787-851-7440

jan_zegarra@fws.gov



Doc # 222

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" To "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar "lisamarie carrubba" <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
my.mil> Soderberg” <Soderberg.cari@epa.gov>, "Carlos A. Rubio”

03/25/2011 08:20 AM cc "Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sinduifo.Castilio@usace.army.mil>

bec

Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
{UNCLASSIFIED)
been forwarded. . -

<<Via Verde Pipe Line.kmz>> Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Enclosed are subject file to illustrate the Via Verde Project changes to the
alignment.

I don't have the required software to properly convert the file with all
information, but at least 1 was able to illustrate the line.

On the Google Earth KMZ

The line in RED is the pipeline alignment delivered with the permit
application.

The line in GEEN is the new proposed pipeline alignment.

Just click on the attached file and select OK and it will show up on your
Google Earth program.

For those of you who are fortunate and have ArcView or ArcInfo the shape
files are also attached.

T'11 see you all on Mach 31st.
Respectfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers

Jacksonville District

Antilles Regulatory Section

Tel: (787} 729-6905 Ext. 3059

Fax: (787) 729-6906

Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey
by clicking on the following link: http://regulatory.usacesurvey.com/

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO
Puerto Rico Electric Power Autherity

SAN JUAN, PUERTO RICO

CIRE Pg,
P
PO Box 304267 af - §
Sam Juan, PR 00936-4267 % a WWW.prepa.com

March 23, 2011

Mr. Edgar Garcia

Regutatory Project Manager

Antilles Regulatory Section
Jacksonville District Gorps of Engineers
400 Fernandez Juncos Avenue

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00901-3299

Re: SAJ-2010-0881-IP-EWG-Via Verde Gas Pipeline
Final Project Shape Files and Alignment

Dear Mister Garcia:

As discussed during the last Interagency Meeting held at the US ARMY Corps of Engineers
{USACE) offices on March 2, 2011, attached please find the Shape Files depicting the Final Pipeline
alignment for the Via Verde Project.

This alignment considers all mitigation efforis as well as realignments needed 1o avoid and minimize
impacts to the environment; incorporates recommendations presented by different federal regulatory
agencies part of the Interagency Commitiee evaltating the Joint Permit Application (JPA) presented
back on September 20, 2011; and, considers additional pipeline afignment adjustments required
during the State Environmental lmpact Statement {EfS) approval process completed back on
November 30, 2010. '

The attached Shape File is provided before the due date agreed upan during the last Interagency
Committee meeting, in an effort from the Puerto Rico Energy Power Authosity (PREPA} to provide
the USACE with the required information needed to supplement the information criginally included
with the JPA presented. .

In the event additional information related with this important subject is needed, please do not
hesitate 1 contact the undersigned or Eng. Danny Pagan, at your earliest convenience.

Cordially Yours,
gac}sco 'é Loéﬁ(%d

Environmentai Protection and
Quality Assurance Division

Enclosure
“We are an equal opporiunity employer and do not discriminate on the basis of race, color, Zender, age, national or social origin, social status,

political ideas ar affiliation, Tehigion; for being or perceived to be & victim of demestic viclence. sexual aggression or harassment; for physical or
meatak disability or veteran stats or genelic information.””




Det ﬁ 223

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/25/2011 08:58 AM ce
bee
Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipelineg Alignment
{UNCLASSIFIED)

Por favor abre los documentos y coteja si la ruta demuestra los 100 pies

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerodn, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
-—-— Forwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/25/2011 08:56 AM ---—

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ"

<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar To "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
my.mil> "lisamarie carrubba" <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
03/25/2011 08:20 AM Soderberg" <Soderberg.carl@epa.gov>, "Carles A. Rubio"

<carubio@prshpo.gebierno.pr>, "Migue! Bonini"
<mbonini@prshpo.gobierno.pr=, <jaime.torres@dot.gov>,
<carlos.machado@dot.gov>, <Marslisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
<Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>, <Soto.Jose@epamail.epa.gov>,
<cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marisel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov>,
<jose.a.rivera@noaa.gov>

cc “"Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>

Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)

<<Via Verde Pipe Line.kmz>> Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Enclosed are subject file to illustrate the Via Verde Project changes to the
alignment.

I don't have the required software to properly convert the file with all
informaticon, but at least I was able to illustrate the line.

On the Google Earth EMZ

The line in RED is the pipeline alignment delivered with the permit
application.



The line.in GEEN is the new proposed pipeline alignment.

Just click on the attached file and select OK and it will show up on your
Google Earth pregram.

For those of you who are fortunate and have ArcView or ArcInfo the shape
files are alsc attached. '

I'll see you all on Mach 31st.
Respecitfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers

Jacksonville District

Antilles Regqulatory Section

Tel: (787) 729-6905 Ext. 3059

Fax: (787) 729-6906

Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey
by clicking on the following link: http://regulatory.usacesurvey.com/

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

317-11 centerline.dbf catta coe ghapeﬁ[e.pdf 317-11 centerline.shy  3-17-11 centailine.shp  3-17-17 centeiline. prj

31711 centetline.idx ViaVerde Pipe Line kme
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YITTTNEYEST Edin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS
4@'_ 03/25/2011 09:09 AM e
bt~ bece

w

Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
{UNCLASSIFIED)

Edwin E. Muiiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F} 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/

————— Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/25/2011 09:09 AM —--

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ"

<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar To "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
" my.mil> "lisamarie carrubba® <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
0Y25/2011 08:19 AM Soderberg" <Soderberg.carl@epa.gov>, "Carlos A. Rubio”

<carubio@prshpo.gobierno.pr>, "Miguel Bonini"
<mbonini@prshpo.gobierno.pr>, <jaime.torres@dat.gov>,
<carlos.machado@dot.gov>, <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
<Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>, <Soto.Jose@epamail.epa.gov>,
<cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marisel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov>,
<jose.a.rivera@noaa.gov>

cc "Castilio, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castilio@usace.army.mil>

Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)

<<Via Verde Pipe Line.kmz>> Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen:
Enclosed are subject file to illustrate the Via Verde Project changes to the

alignment.

I don't have the required software to properly cenvert the file with all
information, but at least I was able to illustrate the line.

On the Google Earth KMZ ]
The line in RED is the pipeline alignment delivered with the permit
application.

The line in GEEN is the new proposed pipeline alignment.

Just click on the attached file and select 0K and it will show up on your
Google Earth program.

For those of you who are fortunate and have ArcView or Arclnfo the shape



files are alsc attached.
I'1l1l see you all on Mach 3l1st.
Respecitfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers

Jacksonville District

Antilles Regulatory Section

Tel: {787} 729-6905 Ext. 3059

Fax: (787) 729-6%06 .
Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey
by clicking on the following link: http://regulatory.usacesurvey.com/

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

317-11 genterine. dbf carta coe:P;!:aP]‘:uefiie.pdi 31711 centeiline.shx 3-17-11 centerling.shp 317-17 centedine. pri
5 B

&

37N centeline.ids Via Verde'l;-’il.:;é Line.kmz




| Doc ¥ o35

PO Box 23103, San Juan PR 00931-3103
787-999-9570 = Fax 787-999-9580

Clinica de Asistencia Legal

March 29, 2011

Colonel Alfred A. Pantano, Jr.
District Commander '
US Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District Offices
701 San Marco Boulevard
Jacksonville, FL 32207-0019

Llasveesidad de Puerio R

Re:  SAJ2010-02881(IPEW6)
Natural Gas Pipeline

Dear Colonel Pantano:

The United States Army Corps of Engineers has before it an application for one
of the most important project ever to be constructed in Puerto Rico, a natural gas
pipeline,

The referenced application is pending before the US Army Corps of Engineers
for a Section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act.

The Pipeline has been proposed by the Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica or Puerto
Rico Energy and Power Authority, (“FREPA”). The proposal is to construct the
Pipeline from the EcoElectrica Liquid:Natural Gas Terminal in the South and, from
there, crossing Puerto Rico to the North to Arecibo, and from Arecibo to Toa Baja and
San Juan.

A public notice was issued by the Army U.S.C.O.E. (Antilles Office), on or about

November 19, 2010, and another on December 12, 2010. The Pipeline is the most

Patrono con Tgualdad de Oportunidades en of Empleo M/M/V/|



significant and far-reaching project to be proposed and submitted to the US COE in
many decades, if not the most significant proposal ever to be before your Agency in
Puerto Rico. The potential for human and environmental effects of the Pipeline are
serious and of great concern to many citizens in Puerto Rico. In the words of the
Director of the International Institute of Tropical Forestry of the US Forest Service in his
letter to the COE of December 3, 2010, Ariel Lugo,Ph. D.:
“In the many years that we have been examihihg permits for

activities that affect the Waters of the United States in Puerto Rico, we

have never seen one with such a broad scale of effects. Crossing 235 rivers

and wetlands is quite a level of impact that transcends the estimated 369

acres. The reason is that the estimate of the affected acreage includes only

the actual area on which the pipeline stands, while ignoring the down and

upstream effects of the construction and operating activities on wetland

and riverine systems that are open systems through which nutrients,

sediments, and organisms move.” '

Because of great potential for adverse effects, the administrative record at the
COE to date reflects extensive comments by many members of the public, individuals,
neighbors, environmental groups, professional organizations and others in response to
the public notices. Federal agencies have also expressed various environmental
concerns as reflected in Fish and Wildlife Service (F&W) letters of October 18, 2010,
December 15, 2010, and January 20, 2011; EPA Caribbean Office letter of December 21,
2010; and US Army COE Antilles Office own letter of December 22, 2010, and US,
Forest Service letter of December 3, 2010, among others.

This letter is written on behalf of environmental groups and individuals who will

be adversely affected by the Pipeline including our clients: Juan Cortés Lugo; Soffa

Col6n Matos; Luis Guzmén Meléndez; Ana Oquendo Anddjar; Ivan Vélez Gonzélez;



Francisca M. Montero Colén; Sol Maria De Los Angeles Rodriguez Torres; lvan Carlos
Belez Montero; Aristides Rodriguez Rivera; Ada 1. Rodriguez Rodriguez; Alex Noel
Natal Santiago; Miriam Negrén Pérez; Francisco Ruiz Nieves; Silvya Jordédn Molero;
Ana Serrano Maldonado; Félix Rivex_'a Gonzélez; William Morales Martinez; Trinita
Alfonso Vda. De Folch; Alejandro Saldafia Rivera; Dixie Vélez Vélez; Dylia Santiago
Collaso; Ernesto Forestier Torres; Miriam Morales Gonzélez; Fernando Vélez Vélez;
Emma Gonzilez Rodriguez; Samuel Sanchez Santiago; Raquel Ortiz Gonzalez; Maritza
Rivera Cruz; Virginio Heredia Bonilla; Lilian Serrano Maldonado; Yamil A. Heredia
Serrano; Jean Paul Heredia Romefo; Pablo Montalvo Bello; Ramona Ramos Dias;
Virgilio Cruz Cruz; Candida Cruz Cruz; Amparo Cruz Cruz; Gilberto Padua Rullan;
Sabrina Padua Torres; Maribel Torres Carrién; Herndn Padin Jiménez; Rosa Serrano
Gonzalez; Jestis Garcia Oyola; Sucesion de Ada Torres, compuesta por Carmen Juarbe
Pérez, Margarita Forestier Torres y Ernesto Forestier Torres; Comité Bo. Portugués
Contra el Gasoducto; Maria Cruz Rivera; Cristébal Orama Barreiro; Haydee Irizarry
Medina; Comité Utuadefio en Contra del Gasoducto; Miguel Baez Soto; Gustavo
Alfredo Casalduc Torres.

Extensive public comments have requested that the COE deny the Sec. 404
permit application, and (in any f:ase) that: (a) full public hearings be held by the COE
and (b) that a Federal Environmental Statement (EIS) be prepared. Federal agencies
have also requested that an EIS be prepared. (See Fish and Wildlife letter of December

15, 2010, page 3; EPA letter of December 21, 2010, page 2).



~ The purpose of this letter is to reiterate the request that a Federal Environmentat
Impact Statement as per the requirements of Sec. 102 (2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) be prepared and that full hearings be held on this
matter once the EIS is made available to the public, unless the Authority’s application
be promptly denied.

NEPA requires an EIS because undoubtedly federal involvement and approval of
the Pipeline constitutes a significant federal action with important human and
environmental impact within the meaning of NEPA and the applicable Council
forEnvironmental Quality regulations.

As of this date, the COE: (i) has not obtained a Biological Assessment, nor a
Biological Opinjon; (ii) nor sought the preparation of a Federal Environmental EIS; in
fact, not even an Environmental Assessment (EA) in compliance with CEQ regulations.
The PREPA has neither provided credible evidence nor has the COE determined that
there are no practical alternatives within the requirements of the water quality
regulations to avoid the extensive damage to, alteration of, and intervention of
numerous bodies of water and wetland areas which the construction and operation of
the Pipeline will necessarily cause. Mitigation measures suggested or proposed by the
PREPA are not only unreliable, incomplete and inadequate but cannot, because of the
extensive potential for environmental damage, exempt the federal action before the
COE from compliance with EIS requirements. Complete alternatives analysis and
complete endangered and threatened species analysis and assessment as well as

analysis of impacts on cultural resources are also essential.



It is not the intention in this letter to set out fully the environmental, cultural, and
human impacts or potential impacts of the pipeline, nor to fully discuss all legal
implications and requirements; rather, the purpose is to bring to your particular and
immediate attention the above application so that an EIS be required and that full
public hearings be held and also to the fact that to this date the COE has not acted upon
or issued a decision on these key issues even though the record reflects ample evidence
requiring both. Further consideration and discussion of the relevant regulatory
elements will be submitted in another letter .

As to the environmental impacts, and an example for these, the following are
relevant;

¢ The Pipeline will traverse and thus impact directly at least gver 235 rivers and
wetland areas and at least 1672 acres.

¢ The Pipeline will have even more extensive and cumulative effects on waters
under the coverage of the Clean Water Act because of construction and
operational effects both upstream and downstream: real effect will thus exceed
actual coverage of the admitted 369 acres of jurisdictional wetlands and 235
rivers.

e The impact of the Pipeline will occur during its construction and throughout the
areas of its operation because of maintenance of ROW;and also adverse effects on
karst regions, state forest lands, as well as private forest lands, including the Rio
Abajo State Forest, Karst Priority Conservation Areas, The Cafio Tiburones

Reserve, and the San Pedro Swamp Critical Wildlife Area, among others.



The Pipeline may affect at Icast 32 listed species and it may cause the taking of
one or more of these species.

The Pipeline will not only affect the habitat of listed species, but will also affect
the habitat of many others, and of migratory species.

The Pipeline will affect essen ti;'ﬂ fish habitats.

The Pipeline will also traverse areas of admittedly historical and archeological
value. It is likely that it will also affect other valuable sites since the Pipeline will
traverse and permanently affect other potential valuable historical and
archeological sites not yet adequately studied.

The Pipeline poses serious risks and security concerns because it is proposed to
go through heavily populated areas. Proper in-depth risk analysis is lacking.
Alternatives have been ignored.Note,as an example, that the proposal presented
by PREPA contemplates a security area or perimeter of no rﬁore than 150 feet,
referred to also as a ROW. Yect, this safety area or perimeter should exceed 600
feet, considering the design pressures of the Pipeline of at least 1450 pound per
square inch based, that is, on the formula relied upon by PREPA itself.
Additionly, real-life serious harm effects of accidents exceed the 600 feet. The
potential harm because of fires and explosions near to or adjacent to populated
areas is a crucial element that must be considered fully in Federal EIS and is also
a vital part of the public interest criteria inherent in considering the 404 Pipeline

~ applications. Bear in mind also that the course of the Pipeline will go through



geologically unstable expanses and other terrains subject to landslides and, in .
some areas, heavy surf due to wave action.

The environmental effects such to endangered species or habitat will
necessarily increase because PREPA concedes that the 150 feet right of way
could be increased, “according to necessity”.

The Pipeline will traverse and possibly adversely affect ongoing COE flood
control projects like the one in the Rio la Plata flood plain,

As stated above, the Pipeline poses significant health and environmental risk, not
properly considered and documented by PREPA, because its route includes not
only water bodies subject to severe erosion in time of heavy rains and flooding,
but also because that route includes costal areas subject to strong waves or rising
sea levels at times of hurricanes and tsunamis. For example, note that the route
includes Road P.R.-165, classified as Zone VE because of its exposure to heavy
surf and wave action, as recognized by P.R. Planning Board documents and
pointed out by the Sea Grant Pr_ogram of P.R,, both submitted to the COE.
Impacts on karsts regions will in all likelihood be extensive because of inherent
instability of that rcgion which in turn will affect both surface and subsurface
water bodies because of the water-charging capacity of said regions.

it should be stressed that there are adequate alternatives for the use of natural
gas other than the 92 mile pipeline, which would, among other things, reduce or
eliminate harm to water bodies under the COE jurisdiction and endangered

species and their habitats. Additionally, PREPA should not be entitled to the



requested permit unless it shows that the pipeline and its route is the only

practical alternative to achieve the least damage to bodies of water and wetlands

subject to Sec. 404 application. These alternatives have not been properly

considered in a federal EIS as they should,

It is reiterated that the COE should hold multiple public hearings at such time
and locations as to allow proper participation by members of the public. In the context
of this Pipeline case, the necessity of holding full public hearings should be considered

a basic civil and human rights issue. We cannot envision any reason why hearings

should not be held, nor is there any reason under the applicable regulations which
would justify the denial of such hearings. The issues which this projects presents are
certainly substantial and it is significant that the regulations state that in case of doubt
public hearing must be held. Public hearings would be the only means by which
important information could be further provided to the COE by, for example,
neighbors, experts and other individuals with firsthand knowledge of the expanse
through which proposed Pipcline is proposed.

Additionally, the administrative record at your agency and of other federal
agencies -obtained through the Freedom of Information Act- reflect numerous mectings
with PREPA. However, the public has been excluded from these meetings in which
evidently important aspects of the Pipeline application have been and are being
considered, and which will impact the well being of the citizen in Puerto Rico as well as

jurisdictional waters and other important resources.



It should be said that your Agency very seldom holds hearing in Puerto Rico
despite important exercise of jurisdiction regarding a wide range of projects. The
Pipeline proposed by PREPA is certainly one in which the public is entitled to full
hearings as requested.

Your urgent attention to these matters is requested.

Y; truly,

Pedro Saadé Lloréns, Esq.
Seccion Ambiental
Clinica de Asistencia Legal

C Mr. Sindulfo Castillo
Edgar Garcia
US Army COE
Antilles Office



"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" To <cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marigel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov>,
<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar <Mohammed.Shoaib@dot.gov>, <Wayne.Lemol@dot.gov>,
my.mil> <Gregory.C.Hindman@dot.gov>, _ )
03/29/2011 03:08 PM cc "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W .Garcla@usace.army.mil>,

"Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindutfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>
bee

Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde, Pipeline Hazardous Material
Safety Agency Meeting of 31 March 2011 (UNCLASSIFIED}

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen,

For those of you who could not travel to the meeting, the following is the
information required to participate by telephone.

Subject meeting is only for those agencies that are Cooperating with the
federal review process of The Via Verde Pipe line project, or have been
invited by the Corps.

DATE and TIME:

* Start Date/Time: Mar 31 2011 01:00 PM EDT, Thu
* End PDate/Time: Mar 31 2011 03:30 PM EDT, Thu
* puration: 2 hr 30 mins

* Total Ports: 5

AUDIO CONFERENCE ACCESS INFORMATION:
* USA Tell-Free: (877)322-9648
* PARTICIPANT CCODE: 954868

HOST and ARRANGER INFORMATION:

* Conference Host: EDGAR GARCIA CESAJ-RD-NA
* Host Phone Number: (787)729-6905

* Conference Arranger: WILLIAM ASBERRY

FEATURES SECURED:

* Automatic Port Expansion
* Host Dial OQut

* Operator Dial Out

CONFERENCE INFORMATION:
* Conference ID: BEGZ200
* Conference Name: VIAVERDE

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers
~Jacksonville District
Antilles Regulatory Section
Tel: (787) 729-6905 Ext. 3059
Fax: (787) 729-6906



Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



T YT Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To “"Marelisa Rivera” <marelisa_rivera@fws.gov>

»,
‘@" 03/30/2011 09:40 PM ce
n‘; 'y bce
FIYYyyYrvvesr g

Subject Fw: CARTA ESCANEADA

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

| Do ﬂ*';l?;g'
————— Original Message —-—-——- -

From: "Acevedo, Noel SAJ" [Noel.Acevedolusace.army.mil]
Sent: 03/29/2011 03:11 PM AST

To: "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>
Cc: "Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <Osvaldo.Ccollazo@usace.army.mil>
Subject: FW: CARTA ESCANEADA

FYE,

NOEL ACEVEDQ MENDEZ
ASSISTANT DISTRICT COUNSEIL
ANTILLES OFFICE

USACE

(787) 729-6876/6877

BB (787) 365-0802 _ e
Fax (787) 289-7030 :

————— Original Message—-—---
From: Pedro Saade [mailto:saadellorensplmicrojuris.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 2:40 PM

To: Acevedo, Noel SAJ

Subject: Fwd: CARTA ESCANEADA

—————————— Forwarded message —————=-——-—
From: <ESabat@law.upr.edu>

Date: Tuesday, March 29, 201l

Subject: CARTA ESCANEADA

To: SAADE <saadellorensp@microijuris.com>

Elimar Sabat Gonzalez
Clinica de Asistencia Legal
Escuela de Derecho

Tel: (787) 9959-9573

cadauscomsenmnaﬁé29mam02911p&




Doe # 24D

Rafael To Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
. Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge
03/31/2011 07:33 AM i Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Felix Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bee

Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biclogist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boguerén, Puerto Rico 00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov

--— Forwarded by Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI on 03/31/2011 07:29 AM -—-

Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI .
03/25/2011 08:58 AM To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

cC

Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)

Por favor abre los documentos y coteja si la ruta demuestra los 100 pies

Marelisa Rivera

Assistant Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7257 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)
marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
----- Fonwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DO! on 03/25/2011 08:56 AM ———

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ"

<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar To “Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar. W Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
my.mil> "lisamarie carrubba” <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
03/25/2011 08:20 AM Soderberg” <Soderberg.carl@epa.gov>, "Carlos A. Rubio” ‘

<carubio@prshpo.gobierno.pr>, "Miguel Bonini"
<mbonini@prshpo.gobierno.pr>, <jaime.torres@dot.gov>,
<carlos.machado@dot.gov>, <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
<Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>, <Soto .Jose@epamail .epa.gov>,
<cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marisel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov>,
<jose.a.rivera@noaa.gov>

cC "Castifio, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>




Subject SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
{(UNCLASSIFIED)

<<Via Verde Pipe Line.kmz>> Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Enclosed are subject file to illustrate the Via Verde Project changes to the
alignment.

I don't have the required software to properly convert the file with all
information, but at least I was able to illusirate the line.

On the Google Earth KMZ

The line in RED is the pipeline alignment delivered with the permit
application.

The line in GEEN is the new proposed pipeline alignment.

Just click on the attached file and select OK and it will show up on your
Gocgle EBarth program.

For those of you who are fortunate and have ArcView or ArcInfo the shape
files are also attached.

I'1ll see you all on Mach 3lst.
Respectfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps ¢of Engineers

Jacksonville District

Antilles Regulatory Section

Tel: (787) 729-6905 Ext. 3059

Fax: (787} 729-6906

Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey
by clicking on the following link: hittp://regulatory.usacesurvey.con/

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

% .

31711 centerline.dbf carta coe shaﬁeﬁ!e.pdf 31711 centerline.shy 3-17-11 c

enterline. shp &1?41cenﬁmnapﬂ




31711 centerline.ids ViaVerde Pipe Line.kmz




Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
03/31/2011 09:49 AM cC
bece

Subject Re: Fw: CARTA ESCANEADAE

Imprimela y anadela al file de via verde

Marelisa Rivera

Deputy Figld Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491
Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

{787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)

Email: marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.
Stephen R. Covey
Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DQI

YOHTTrRr Tt Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DO!
‘?@"r 03/30/2011 09:40 PM To "Marelisa Rivera" <marelisa_rivera@fws.gov>
(LA cc
i
dikbbhbinsbadin, Subject Fw: CARTA ESCANEADA
Fyi

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

————— Original Message ———--

From: "Acevedo, Noel SAJ" [Noel.Acevedofusace.army.mil]
Sent: 03/29/2011 03:11 PM AST

To: "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>
Cg: "Cellazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <Osvaldo.Collazo@usace.army.mil>
Subject: FW: CARTA ESCANEADA

FYT,

NOEIL ACEVEDO MENDEZ
ASSISTANT DISTRICT COUNSEL
ANTILLES OFFICE

USACE

(787) 729-6876/6877

BB (787) 365-0802



FAX (787) 289-7030

————— Original Message-——--—

From: Pedro Szade {mailto:saadellorensp@microjuris.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 2:40 PM

To: Acevedo, Noel SAJ

Subject: Fwd: CARTA ESCANEADA

—————————— Forwarded message -~—————-———-—
From: <ESabat@law.upr.edu>

Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2011

Subject: CARTA ESCANEADA

To: SAADE <saadellorensp@microjuris.com>

Elimar Sabat Gonzéalez
Clinica de Asistencia Legal
Escuela de Derecho

Tel: (787) 999-9573

!
carta us corps engineers 29 marzo 2011, pdf



"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" To <Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov>
<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar . ]

my.mil> cc <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>
03/31/2011 10:19 AM bee

Subject RE: Via Verde Alignment files (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Rafael,

Please check with me when you ceme in today, I will give you a disk.
VR |

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager -
Antilles Regulatory Section

Toe Fodi

————— Original Message—-~—---— -
From: Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov [mailtc:Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2011 9:29 AM

To: Garcia, Edgar W SAJ

'Ca: Marelisa_ Rivera@fws.gov

Subject: Via Verde Alignment files

Edgar,

The Via Verde alignment files that PREPA provide us through you do not show
the 100 ft ROW. Do you think it will be possible to get this information from
PREPA? The ROW information is essential to analyze impacts to the environment
and our trust specles.

Best regards,

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office P.0O. Box 491 Bogquerdn, Puerto Rico
00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael gonzalez@fws.gov

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE




Poe ¥ 244

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" To "Garcla, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar. W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar <Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov>
my.mil> cG <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

03/31/2011 10:35 AM bee
Subject RE: Via Verde Alignment files (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Rafael,

Just to clarify, I'm attempting to copy CD for all agencies to provide PDF of
the alignment the Corps received this week. The information might help vou,
but I will be requesting further clarification on the drawings from the
proponent. If there are areas that you need specific measurements data let
me know after you see the disk. The disk would complement the information
and shape files that I emailed your office last week.

I'1l1l see you this afterncon, have a safe trip.
Respectiully,

Edgar W. Garcia
Project Manager
Antilles Regulatory Section

————— Original Message-—--—-

From: Garcia, Edgar W SAJ

Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2011 10:20 &M

To: 'Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov'

Cc: Marelisa Rivera@fws.gov

Subject: RE: Via Verde Alignment files (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Rafael,

Piease check with me when you come in today, I will give you a disk.
VR

Edgar W. Garcia
Preject Manager
Antilles Requlatory Section

————— Original Message—----

From: Rafael Gonzalez@fws.gov [mailto:Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2011 9:29 AM

To: Garcia, Edgar W SAJ

Cc: Marelisa Rivera@fws.gov
Subject: Via Verde Alignment files

Edgar,

The Via Verde alignment files that PREPA provide us through you do not show



the 100 ft ROW. Do you think it will be possible to get this information from
PREPA? The RCW information is essential to analyze impacts to the environment
and our trust species.

Best regards,

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biclogist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office P.0O. Box 491 Boquerdn, Puerto Rico
00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael gonzalezl@fws.gov

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



Doc 245
Unlted States ment of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

1875 Century Boulevard
Atlanta, Georgia 30345

In Reply Refer To: _
FWS/R4/ES/2011-00240 - WAR 31 200

Mr. Pedro Saade Llorens -
Edificio Esquire Oficina #402
#2 Calle Vela

San Juan, Puerio Rico 00918

Dear Mr. Llorens:

This responds to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request wherein you requested copies
of the file of the Via Verde project, including copies of letters written by the U.S. Fish and
wildlife Service (Service). This response only addresses those documents that have not been
previously released to you by the Service.

Following sohcltor s review, we are mthholdmg five documents pursuant to Exemption 5 of the
FOIA (see Table D). :

Exemption 5 of the.FOIA allows an agency to withhold “inter-agency and intra-agency
memoranda or letlers which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in
litigation with the Agency.” See 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(5). This section of the statute has been
interpreted as exempting documents which reveal the agency’s deliberative process, attorney
work-product, and documents protected by the attorney-client privilege. See NLRB v. Sears,
Roebuck & Co., 421 U.S. 132, 149 (1975); EPA v. Mink, 410 U.S. 73 (1973).

The threshold issue under Exemption 5 is whether a record can be classified as an “inter-agency
or infra-agency” document. In this regard, the scope of Exemption 5 has been construed quite
expansively. It has been held that “Congress apparently did not intend "inter-agency and intra-
agency’ to be rigidly exclusive terms, but rather to include any agency document that is part of
the deliberative process.” See Ryan v. Department of Justice, 617 F.2d 781, 790 (D.C. Cir.
1980); see also Hooper v. Bowen, No. 99-1030, slip op. At 18 (C.D. Cal. May 24, 1989) (“courts
have regularly construed this threshold test expansively rather than hypertechnically™). In our
opinion, the documents that are being withheld meet the threshold requirement of Exempiion 5,
and are rightfully classified as interagency documents.

The second step under Exemption 5 involves identifying a claim of privilege. The most
commonly invoked privilege incorporated within Exemption 5 is the deliberative process
privilege, the general purpose of which is to “prevent injury to the quality of agency decisions.”
NLRB v. Sears. Roebugk & Co., 421 U.S. at 151. Three (3) policy purposes consistently have

ﬁ

TAKE PRIDE " :
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Mr..Llorens | o _ ' 2

been held to-constitute the bases for the deliberativé process privilege: (1) to encourage open,
frank discussions on matters of policy between subordinates and superiors; (2) to protect against
premature disclosure of proposed policies before they are finally adopted; and (3) to protect

. against public confusion that might result from disclosure or reasons and rationales that were not
in faet ultimately the grounds for an agency’s action. Russell v, Depariment of the Air Force, 682
F.2d 1045, 1048 (D_C. Cir. 1982); Coastal States Gas Corp. v. Department of Energy, 617 F.2d
854, 866 (D.C. Cir. 1980); Missouri ex rel. Shorr v. United States Army Corps of Engineers, 147
F.3d 708, 710 (8" Cir. 1998) (“The purpose of the deliberative process privilege is to allow
agencies freely to explore alternative avenues of action and to engage in mterna] debates without
fear of public scrutiny.”).

Traditionally, the courts have established two fundamental requirements, both of which niust be
met, for the deliberative process privilege to be invoked: (1) the communication must be pre-

. decisional i.¢., antecedent to the adoption of an agency policy; and (2) the communication must
be a direct part of the deliberative process in that it makes recommendations or expresses
opinions on legal or policy matters. See Jordan v. United States Dept. of Justice, 591 F.2d 753,
774 (D.C..Cir 1978); Vaughn v. Rosen, 523 F.2d 1136, 1143-44 (D.C. 1975).

"Documents that are commonly encompassed by the deliberative process privilege include
advisory opinioris, recommendations, and deliberations, comprising part of a process by which
governmental decisions and policies are formulated, the release of which would be likely to stifle
honest and frank communication within the agency." NLRB v. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 421 U S.
at 150; National Wildlife Fed'n v. United States Forest Serv., 861 F.2d 1114; 1121 (9th Cir.
1988). :

In our opinion, the documents in question are pre-decisional, and fit squarely within the
deliberative process privilege included within Exemption 5.. The documents are currently the
subject of ongoing discussions in an effort to determine an appropriate course of action. ‘It
contains the opinions, suggestions, and recommendations of various individuals within the
Department of the Interior. The information was prepared to assist decision-makers in rendering
an informed decision regarding the Service’s evaluation of the Via Verde prolect As a result, we
are withholding these documents under Exemption 5 of FOIA.

In addition to myself, the official responsible for this pa;'tial denial is:

Delores A. Young. Attorney-Advisor
Office of the Regional Solicitor

11.S. Department of the Interior

75 Spring Street, 8.W, Suite 304
Atlanta, Georgia 30303



Mr. Llorens _ 3
You may appeal this partial/full denial to:

Freedom of Information Act Appeals Officer
U.8. Department of the Interior

Office of the Solicitor

1849 C Street, N.W., MS-6556

Washington, D.C. 20240

Your appeal must be in writing and received no later than 30 workdays from the date of this letter
. responding to your FOIA request. You must include with your appeal copies of all
correspondence between you and the bureau concerning your FOIA request, including a copy of
your original FOIA request and this initial denial letter. Failure to include this documentation
with your appeal will result in the Department’s rejection of your appeal. The appeal should be
marked with the legend, “FREEDOM OF INFORMATION APPEAL” both on the envelope and
the face of the letter. Your letter should include, in as much detail as possible, any reason(s) why
you believe the bureau’ § response is in error. -

Al e

Cyntlua K. Dohuer
) - Regional Director

Enclosure: Table 1
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UNITED STATES ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

) 7.
H g z CARIBBEAN ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION
] M ¢ CENTRO EUROPA RUILDING, SUITE 417
%, & 1492 PONCE DE LEON AVENUE, 3TOP 22
M0 ppote® SAN JUAN, PR 00907-4127

Sindulfo Castillo

Chief, Antilles Regulatory Section
Jacksonville District Corps of Engineers
400 Fernandez Juncos Avenue

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00901-3299

Re: Via Verde Natural Gas Pipeline; SAJ-2010-02881 (IP-EWG)}
Dear Mr. Castillo:

This is in further reference to the Via Verde Natural Gas Pipeline project proposed by the
Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA). Since our December 23, 2010 letter, additional
information has been provided by PREPA and its consultants to address the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) concerns. In addition, the applicant met with EPA representatives
on several occasions to present and/or discuss such additional information, including chapters
four and six of the local Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the project, plus several
summary sections.

In our previous letter, EPA objected to the issuance of a Department of the Army permit for the
project based on the lack of a detailed alternatives analysis, concerns regarding the use of
directional drilling, the lack of suitable compensatory mitigation to address wetlands impacts,
and the need to complete a federal Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the project. The
comments provided herein are based on a thorough review of the additional information
furnished by the applicant and its consultants.

To address the alternatives analysis issue, PREPA provided information on the alternatives
contained in the local EIS prepared for the project. These included a no action alternative, the
construction of a natural gas import terminal on the north coast of the island, tanker and buoy
systems and/or transfer platforms for receipt of natural gas at PREPA’s Palo Seco, San Juan and
Cambalache plants, gravity based systems, floating storage and re-gasification units, and
several terrestrial alignments for a natural gas pipeline system. While this represents a
significant milestone in the review of alternatives for the project, the documents provided
included an additional option: the use of natural gas at PREPA’s existing Costa Sur and Aguirre
power generating facilities on the south coast of Puerto Rico, combined with the conversion of
the nearby Las Mareas Port facility to receive liquefied natural gas (LNG) as means to achieve
significant energy production using an alternative fuel. This project, formerly known as the
“Gasoducto del Sur”, was previously considered by PREPA as means to address the
diversification of the electric power supply methods in Puerto Rico. The project was briefly

Internet Address {URL) « http/www.epa.gov
rlecycied/Becyclable - Primed wiih VagetableQit Based inks on Recycled Paper (Minimun 30°% Posteonsumer content}



mentioned in response to comments from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Puerto
Rico Engineers and Surveyors Association. EPA believed that PREPA’s dismissal of this
alternative was inconsistent with the current project’s overall project purpose, since it would
provide PREPA with an alternative fuel option for two major generating facilities with iesser
environmental impacts. However, after evaluating additional information furnished by the
applicant’s environmental consultant, it appears that Gasoducto del Sur was geared to provide
natural gas to the combined cycle units located at the Aguirre Power Plant with a 592 MW operational
capacity. On the other hand, Via Verde would provide natural gas and an increase in PREPA’s
operational capabilities to a totai of 1,519 MW. Moreover, the Via Verde Project would provide PREPA
with the flexibility to operate the most efficient power generating units on the island, which are located
on the north coast, through the monitoring of each unit’s rated capacity, individual fuel consumption
and the type of fuel that fosters the lowest power generating costs. The Via Verde project would thus
allow a more efficient use of such power generating units, allowing reductions in the transmission
losses, as observed in other PREPA electric power transfer systems. EPA also defers to PREPA’s
expertise on the fact that “Gasoducto del Sur” may destabilize the island’s electrical system,
resulting in frequent collapses of the electric network of Puerto Rico. Upon further
consideration of the supplied information, EPA believes that the alternatives analysis issues
have been addressed by the applicant.

In regards to EPA’s concerns about the use of directional drilling in wetlands and karst terrain,
PREPA provided additional information regarding best management practices, the monitoring
to be performed and the presence of specialized personnei during drilling operations to
monitor the process and stop work immediately if any escape of bentonite mud into karst
formations and/or waters of the United States is suspected. In addition, during a March 2, 2011
meeting at the Corps of Engineers, PREPA’s consultants announced that directional drilling
operations in karst terrain would be greatly reduced, since the pipeline route would be altered
to circumvent haystack hills (“mogotes”), light equipment would be used, and a pipeline pull
method would be required to further reduce impacts. We commend PREPA on these impact
reduction measures, and now believe that best management practices, combined with
adequate monitoring by qualified personnel should minimize any undesirable impacts from
directional drilling. EPA recommends that that a special condition to the Corps of Engineers
permit, requiring the presence._of a trained independent geologist/engineer with expertise on
karst terrain in the field at all times during drilling operations to closely monitor the process and
stop work if any issues or abnormalities are detected be included. We also urge the Corps to
consider additional special conditions requiring the avoidance of major karst formations during
pipeline construction.

In our previous letter, we commented on the unsuitability of the initially proposed
compensation for unavoidable impacts to aquatic resources. Additional information supplied
by PREPA to address this issue includes, among others, a commitment to coordinate with the
Department of Natural and Environmental Resources {DNER) to develop suitable on-site
mitigation in a 3:1 ratio for any unavoidable impacts to aquatic resources. While PREPA has
repeatedly stated that a suitable mitigation plan would be developed in a timely manner, EPA
believes that such plan must be reviewed and accepted by the Corps of Engineers, EPA and all



natural resource agencies before construction of the project begins. In addition, questions
remain regarding the concept of “temporary impacts”. PREPA expresses that after placing the
pipeline, areas would be immediately brought back to initial conditions so that natural re-
colonization by prevailing vegetation begins. However, sections of the local Environmental
fmpact Statement (EIS) prepared for the project indicate a willingness to enhance areas by
suppressing invasive and/or nuisance species at locations such as Cafio Tiburones or other
ecologically valuable areas. If PREPA plans to pursue such wetlands enhancement options, the
areas need to be identified, quantified, and a specific plan to address local conditions must be
developed. Additional details on the management/maintenance methods to be used need to
be clarified. EPA believes that any mitigation and/or wetlands enhancement plans should
include performance/success rates to evaluate their suitability and long term viability.
Furthermore, please be advised that on January 14, 2011 the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) provided guidance for departments and agencies of the Federai government on
mitigation and monitoring of activities. As highlighted in this guidance, “Mitigation measures
included in the project design are integral components of the proposed action, are
implemented with the proposed action, and therefore should be clearly described as part of the
proposed action.” Therefore, EPA believes that a more robust description of the mitigation and
monitoring plans needs to be developed to ensure that this federal objective is fulfilled. The
guidance further states that “Mitigation commitments needed to lower the level of impacts so
that they are not significant should be clearly described in the mitigated FONSI [finding of no
significant impact] document and in any other relevant decision documents related to the
proposed action.” Therefore, any Corps-issued Environmental Assessment coupled with a
FONSI for this project should include that information. We look forward to receiving and
reviewing the mitigation plan documents as they become available.

One additional remaining concern for EPA is the proposed project’s right-of-way (ROW). At
various times throughout the documents supplied by PREPA, the ROW is described as being
100, 150 or 50 feet wide. The applicant’s consultant has provided a brief description of the
ROW categories, but we would appreciate a written, detailed explanation of the concept and its
implementation along the final pipeline route in order to include it in the project review file for
future reference.

In summary, we believe PREPA has addressed most of our major concerns regarding the Via
Verde Natural Gas Pipeline project. However, additional information is required to fully comply
with the Clean Water Act, Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines requirements. We, therefore, condition
our approval of the proposed project to receiving, for review and approval, a comprehensive
mitigation plan which addresses compensation for both, temporary and permanent impacts to
wetlands and a detailed explanation of the project’s variable right-of-way before project
construction activities begin. In addition, we request that the permit includes a special
condition requiring the presence of independent qualified personnel during drilling operations
to closely monitor the process and stop work if any issues or abnormalities are detected.



If you have any questions or require additional information on this matter, please contact Ms.
Teresita Rodriguez, Chief of the Muitimedia Permits and Compliance Branch {(MPCB}, at 787-
977-5864 or Mr. José Soto, of the MPCB, at 787-977-5829,

Sincerely,

///W WL{M/Q

Carl Axel prSoderberg h‘“mm
Director

cc: USFWS-Cabo Rojo, PR
DNER- San Juan, PR
PRPB- San Juan, PR
PREQB- San Juan, PR



"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ"
<Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.ar
my.mil>

04/01/2011 07:30 AM

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen,

To

cc

bce
Subject

Doe SauT

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <EdQ;'TW.Garcia@usace;army.mib,
"lisamarie carrubba" <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl

Soderberg” <Soderberg.carl@epa.gov>, "Carlos A. Rubio"
"Castillp, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>,

"Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <Osvaldo.Collazo@usace.army .mif>

RE: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Hazardous
Materials Safety Administration (UNCLASSIFIED)

I have enclosed the presentation from vesterday's meeting. I converted the
information from its original format due to size constraints.

Alsec, the attendance sheet from the meeting is enclosed.

Thank you very much for your time,

Respectfully,

Edgar W. Garcia

Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District
Antilles Regulatory Section
Tel: {787y 729-6905 Ext. 3059
Fax: (787) 729-6906

Classification: UNCLASSTFIED
Caveats: NONE

PHMSA Pipeline Overview all pdf ViaVerde PHMSA 31MAR2011 Sign in sheet odf
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Doc ¥ oup

e Lllibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI To Jose Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, James
Padilla/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov,
 04/04/2011 09:20 AM Sandra Perez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, martin_ramos@fws.gov,

cc
bce

Subject Noticia: Opositores al gasoducto realizan campamento
educativo en Arecibo (April 1, 2011)

Opositores al gasoducto realizan campamento educativo en Arecibo

Zorian Chacon O’farrill, estudiante de Comunicacion Audiovisual de la UPR de Rio Piedras, y
Gabriel Muriente Pastrana, ex alumno de esa institucion, explicaron la agenda del campamento.
(Primera Hora / Michelle Estrada Torres)

viernes, 1 de abril de 2011
10:32 p.m.
Michelle Estrada Torres / Primera Hora

Una jornada educativa basada, principalmente, en charlas es lo que llevaran
a cabo integrantes de la juventud del Movimiento Independentista Nacional
Hostosiano (MINH) para explicar su oposicion al gasoducto, al incinerador de
Arecibo y a la privatizacion de las playas.

Un grupo partié esta noche hacia la Poza del Obispo en Arecibo, donde
tendran Ia primera charla junto a los mantenedores del campamento que en
ese municipio lucha por el aceeso piblico a esa y todas las playas. La disputa
alli es entre los vecinos del area y el desarrollador Juan Alvaro Chapel, duefio
de Arecibo Lighthouse.

Pernoctaran en la playa, y mafiana temprano retomaran los encuentros. En
agenda estd una charla sobre la planta incineradora de basura propuesta por
Energy Answers en Arecibo, y otra sobre las implicaciones del gasoducto en
la zona del Karso del Norte.

También hablaran sobre la comunidad Boca de Barceloneta, cuyos residentes
recibieron cartas de expropiacion porque el municipio planifica construir alli,
supuestamente, un paseo tablado y un area de proteccion ambiental. No
obstante, se ha denunciado que el verdadero desarrollo es un proyecto
turistico compuesto por hoteles y apartamentos de lujo.

“Vamos a concientizar a la gente para que, si el Gobierno sigue intentando
implantar esos proyectos, las personas tengan conocimiento de lo que son”,
expreso Angel Pérez Soler, integrante del MINH y estudiante de Historia de




Puerto Rico en el Centro de Estudios Avanzados de Puerto Rico y el Caribe.

Aparte de este campamento, que es el segundo de su tipo, los jovenes del
MINH estan involucrados en otras iniciativas.

“Hemos participado en reparticion de boletines en la zona Norte, estamos
participando en las actividades comunitarias, en las marchas, que se estin
llevando a cabo para que la gente exprese su sentir sobre el asunto del
gasoducto”, dijo Gabriel Muriente Pastrana,

El campamento es abierto para todo el que quiera participar.



Do # ju4
Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI To edwin_muniz@iws.gov
¥ 04/04/2011 03:19 PM ce

bece

Subject via Verde pipsline

Anything new? Cindy, just got a call from the Secretary DNER to have another meeting.

David P. Flemming

Ecological Services Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

Phone: (404) 679- 7096
{404)661-2429 (C)

Fax:  (404) 679- 7081

e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov
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Lilibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI To Javier_pacheco@fws.gov, Jose
: Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, James
o’ 04/04/2011 05:11 PM ) o Padl"afR4/FWSIDO|@FWS, Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov,
bcc

Subject Noticias Gasoducto: Cuerpo de Ing. adn evalia Via Verde
(4/4/2011)/ Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona
maritimo tetrestre seria ilegal

Cuerpo de Ing. aun evalua Via Verde
Por: Melissa Solorzano Garcia 04/04/2011 3:50 pm

fuente: hitp://www.noticel.com/noticia/102972

Mientras la Agencia de Proteccion Ambiental (EPA) manifestd su respaldo condicionado a Via
Verde, el Cuerpo de Ingenieros reiterd que atn evalia -sin prisa- los permisos para el
controvertible gasoducto que se extenderia por 92 millas a través de la [sla.

Segun asegurd a NotiCel la oficial de prensa de la agencia federal. Nancy Sticht "el Cuerpo de
Ingenieros continta con la revision de la solicitud de permiso v con 1a consulta a las agencias
pertinentes al proyecto de Via Verde, incluyendo la informacién del Analisis de Alternativas”.

Sticht detalld que Ia AEE alin esta en el proceso de proveer la informacion adicional que le
requirio el Cuerpo en diciembre de 2010.

"Una vez recibida toda fa informacion, evaluaremos en su totalidad la solicitud de permiso, en
apoyo de todas las agencias, v tomaremos Ia decision final relacionada al permiso”.

En una carta enviada el 1 de abril, la EPA endoso el proyecto- siempre y cuando- la Autoridad de
Energia Eléctrica (AEE) presente alguno de los multiples documentos que el Cuerpo de
Ingenieros le viene requiriendo desde finales del pasado afio. Entre estos, un plan de mitigacion
ambiental para atender los impactos temporales y permanentes a humedales y una explicacidon
detallada de la servidumbre del proyecto.

Sin embargo, es el Cuerpo de Ingenieros de los Estados Unidos quien otorga o niega los permisos
requeridos por ley para la construccion del tubo que persigue suplir més del 70% de la energia
eléctrica del pais. '

Desde el pasado enero la AEE lanzé dos convocatorias para concretar en los proximos dias un
contrato con los suplidores de las tuberias del gasoducto. Ademés, a nombre del proyecto que

continia esperando por los permisos, la agencia ha incurrido en gastos millonarios en campafias
publicitarias y educativas sin éxito.

Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona
maritimo terrestre seria ilegal

El Comité Toabajefio Contra el Gasoducto hizo la denuncia



Por Inter News Service

El portavoz del Comité Toabajefio Contra el Gasoducto, Juan Camacho, sefialé hoy que atin
restan por aclararse varios temas respecto del proyecto Via Verde e insistié en que atin la

Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica (AEE) no ha podido explicar la mayoria de las preocupaciones de
las agencias federales.

A su vez, Camacho advirtié que enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en el area costera de Levittown,
en lo que es el subsuelo de la zona maritimo-terrestre, “significa una violacion a las leyes locales

y federales” y, de paso, alertd que esta medida “minimiza” el problema de seguridad, pero 1o lo
evita, '

El vocero de la organizacion admiti6é que desconoce el documento que establece el endoso
condicional de la Agencia de Proteccion Ambiental de Estados Unidos (EPA) a la construccion
del gasoducto, pero indicod que ain quedan asuntos que aclarar respecto del propuesto proyecto.

Entre estos, incluyé el requerimiento de un plan de mitigacion ambiental para atender los
impactos ambientales a los humedales, la explicacion detallada de la servidumbre del proyecto,
asi como la preocupacion del efecto de los barrenos direccionales en los cuerpos de agua.

“Estas son preocupaciones ya expresadas tanto por la EPA como por Pesca y Vida Silvestre. Esto
s6lo significa que al dfa de hoy la AEE no ha podido explicar la mayoria de las preocupaciones
de las agencias federales sobre los impactos ambientales y la viabilidad y necesidad del
gasoducto”, dijo Camacho.

A su vez, destacé que las preocupaciones “de la EPA y Pesca y Vida Silvestre no son otra cosa
que endosos a los planteamientos que hemos hecho las comunidades mucho antes de la
aprobacion de la Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental. De esa forma, apoyamos cualquier gestion
federal dirigida a sustentar y hacer valer las mismas, aunque muchas de ellas son tan graves que
no se resuelven con ninguna clase de mitigacion™.

En cuanto a 1a tuberia de gas iria enterrada a 60 pies de profundidad en el 4rea costera de
Levittown, para evitar los efectos de la erosion y cualquier impacto de un tsunami en esa zona, el
portavoz de la entidad recordd que “inicialmente la tuberia en la costa iba a ser enterrada a cuatro

pies, pero debido a nuestros planteamientos de peligro, la AEE hizo unas pruebas de terreno y
decidié enterrar el tubo a 60 pies™.

Sin embargo, dijo que el peligro de fractura y falla del tubo producido por la combinacién de
erosion, temblor, tsunami e inundacidn “contintia no empece la profunidad”.

“Sabe el ingeniero Cordero que no existen materiales absolutamente inoxidables y que los
niveles de corrosidn en agua de mar son mayores que en cualquier otro lugar. Asi también, que la



proteccion con la solucién catédica que se plantea solo puede minimizar el problema pero no
evitarlo, indicd el lider comunitario”, afiadid.

-—- Forwarded by Lilibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI on 04/04/2011 05:03 PM «vem-

Alertas de Google

<googlealeris-noreply@goog To lilibeth_serrano@fws.gov
le.com>

cc
04/04/2011 04:58 PM

Subject Alerta de Google: Pesca y Vida Silvestre

Noticias S 1 resultado nuevo de Pesca y Vida Silvestre

Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona maritimo terrestre ...
El Nuevo Dia.comn

“Estas son preocupaciones ya expresadas tanto por la EPA como por Pesca y Vida Silvestre. Esto solo significa
que al dia de hoy la AEE no ha podido explicar ...

Sugerencia: escribe un signo mas (+) para buscar una palabra exacta.

Eliminar esta alerta.
Crear otra aleria.
Administrar sus alertas.



- e Lilibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI To Javier_pacheco@fws.gov, Jose
En Cruz-Burgos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, James
Y . Padilla/R4/FWS/DOW@FWS, Rafael_Gonzalez@fws.gov,
e 040572011 10:01 AM cc aitza.pabon@noaa.gov, Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov
bce

Subject Noticia: EPA da su endoso a Via Verde (Primera Hora
4/5/2011)

EPA da su endoso a Via Verde

o

La Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica deberd cumplir con unos requerimientos especiales que
precisa la aprobacion condicional de la estadounidense Agencia de Proteccion Ambiental.

martes, 5 de abril de 2011
Sara M. Justicia / Primera Hora

La Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica (AEE) se mostré satisfecha luego que la Agencia federal de
Proteccion Ambiental (EPA) aprobara condicionalmente el proyecto para un gasoducto que ha
sido bautizado como Via Verde.

El asesor de Via Verde para la AEE, Daniel Pagén, expreso que la carta de aprobacion
condicionada de la EPA, con fecha del 1 de abril de 2011, “valida que podemos cumplir con los
requisitos ambientales. Las condiciones se refieren a que tenemos que establecer un plan de
mitigacion una vez se otorgue el permiso; en segundo lugar, que durante los trabajos en los que
se use la tecnologia de barreno direccional haya un profesional cualificado independiente
supervisando™.

Pagén anticipé que, durante los préximos dias, suministrard mas informacion al Cuerpo de
Ingenieros relacionada con los estudios geologicos y arqueoldgicos e informacion relacionada
con los impactos a los humedales. Respecto a los hallazgos arqueologicos, Pagan precisd que la

alineacién de la tuberia fue alterada en el area del Paso del Indio, conocida por la abundancia de
yacimientos.

Otro de los asuntos que la AEE deberd atender, en cuanto a las agencias federales, sera

suministrar al Servicio federal de Pesca y Vida Silvestre (USFW) una evaluacion biologica que le
estan exigiendo. "



Precisamente, el director de la oficina de servicios ecoldgicos del USFW, Edwin Mufiiz,
confirmé que a la AEE se le estd requiriendo informacion sobre los impactos a especies como los
halcones de sierra, la boa puertorriquefia, el guabairo, la cotorra, el coqui llanero y el guaraguaito.
También se esta pidiendo lo mismo respecto a las plantas en peligro de extincion como el palo de
rosa, el bariaco, €1 diablito de tres cuernos, el nogal y la cobana negra, entre oftras.

En una carta del USFW cursada a la AEE en enero, se cuestioné 1a metodologia del anallsls
cientifico.

También es necesario que el Cuerpo de Ingenieros reciba los comentarios de la Autoridad de
Carreteras federal, 1a Oficina de Preservacion Historica, asi como de la National Marine
Fisheries. :

---— Forwarded by Lilibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DO1 on 04/05/2011 09:57 AM -—

Lilibeth
a Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI To All FWS in the Caribbean
04/04/2011 05:10 PM cc

Subject Noticias Gasoducto: Cuerpo de Ing. alin evalda Via Verde
(4/4/2011)/ Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona
martitimo terrestre seria itegal

Cuerpo de Ing. aun evailta Via Verde
Por: Melissa Soldrzane Gareia 04/04/2011 3:530 pm

fuente: hitp//www.noticel.com/noticia/102972

Mientras la Agencia de Proteccion Ambiental (EPA) manifestd su respaido condicionado a Via
Verde, el Cuerpo de Ingenieros reiterd que adin evaliia -sin prisa- los permisos para el
controvertible gasoducto que se extenderia por 92 millas a través de la Isla.

Segun asegurd a NotiCel la oficial de prensa de la agencia federal, Nancy Sticht "el Cuerpo de
Ingenieros continfia con la revisidn de la solicitud de permiso y con la consulta a las agencias
pertinentes al proyecto de Via Verde, incluyendo la informacion del Andlisis de Alternativas”.

Sticht detallé que la AEE atin estd en el proceso de proveer la informacién adicional que le
requirid el Cuerpo en diciembre de 2010.

"Una vez recibida toda la informacion, evaluaremos en su totalidad la solicitud de permiso, en
apoyo de todas las agencias, y tomaremos la decision final relacionada al permiso”.

Fn una carta enviada el 1 de abril, 1a EPA endosé el proyecto- siempre y cuando- la Autoridad de
Enpergia Eléctrica (AEE) presente alguno de los multiples documentos que el Cuerpo de
Ingenieros le viene requiriendo desde finales del pasado afio. Entre estos, un plan de mitigacion
ambiental para atender los impactos temporales y permanentes a humedales y una explicacién
detallada de la servidumbre del proyecto.



Sin embargo. es el Cuerpo de Ingenieros de los Estados Unidos quien otorga o niega los permisos
requeridos por ley para la construccion del tubo que persigue suplir méas del 70% de la energia
eléctrica del pais.

Desde el pasado enero la AEE lanzo dos convocatorias para concretar en fos proximos dias un
contrato con los suplidores de las tuberias del gasoducto. Ademads, a nombre del proyecto que
continila esperando por los permisos, la agencia ha incurrido en gastos millonarios en campafias
publicitarias y educativas sin éxito.

Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona
maritimo terrestre seria ilegal

El Comité Toabajefio Contra el Gasoducto hizo la denuncia

Por Inter News Service

El portavoz del Comité Toabajefio Contra el Gasoducto, Juan Camacho, sefialé hoy que atin
restan por aclararse varios temas respecto del proyecto Via Verde ¢ insistié en que ain la
Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica (AEE) no ha podido explicar la mayoria de las preocupaciones de
las agencias federales.

A su vez, Camacho advirtio que enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en el 4rea costera de Levittown,
en lo que es el subsuelo de la zona maritimo-terrestre, “significa una violacion a las leyes locales
y federales™ y, de paso, alert6 que esta medida “minimiza” el problema de seguridad, pero no lo
evita. :

El vocero de la organizacion admitié que desconoce el documento que establece el endoso
condicional de la Agencia de Proteccién Ambiental de Estados Unidos (EPA) a la construccion
del gasoducto, pero indicd que ain quedan asuntos que aclarar respecto del propuesto proyecto.

Entre estos, incluy6 el requerimiento de un plan de mitigacién ambiental para atender los
" impactos ambientales a los humedales, la explicacion detallada de la servidumbre del proyecto,
asf como la preocupacion del efecto de los barrenos direccionales en los cuerpos de agua.

“Estas son preocupaciones ya expresadas tanto por la EPA como por Pesca y Vida Silvestre. Esto
s6lo significa que al dia de hoy la AEE no ha podido explicar la mayoria de las preocupaciones
de las agencias federales sobre los impactos ambientales y la viabilidad y necesidad del
gasoducto”, dijo Camacho.

A su vez, destaco que las preocupaciones “de la EPA y Pesca y Vida Silvestre no son otra cosa



que endosos a los planteamientos que hemos hecho las comunidades mucho antes de la
aprobacion de la Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental. De esa forma, apoyamos cualquier gestion
federal dirigida a sustentar y hacer valer las mismas, aunque muchas de ellas son tan graves que
no se resuelven con ninguna clase de mitigacion”. :

En cuanto a la tuberia de gas iria enterrada a 60 pies de profundidad en el drea costera de
Levittown, para evitar los efectos de la erosion y cualquier impacto de un tsunami en esa zona, el
portavoz de la entidad recordé que “inicialmente la tuberia en la costa iba a ser enterrada a cuatro

pies, pero debido a nuestros planteamientos de peligro, la AEE hizo unas pruebas de terreno y
decidio enterrar el tubo a 60 pies”.

Sin embargo, dijo que el peligro de fractura y falla del tubo producido por la combinacion de
erosion, temblor, tsunami e inundacién “continiia no empece la profunidad”.

“Sabe el ingeniero Cordero que no existen materiales absolutamente inoxidables y que los
niveles de corrosion en agua de mar son mayores que en cualquier otro lugar. Asi también, que la
proteccion con la solucion catddica que se plantea sélo puede minimizar el problema pero no
evitarlo, indicé el lider comunitario”, afiadio.

—-- Forwarded by Lilibeth Serrano/R4/FWS/DOI on 04/04/2011 05:03 PM --—-

Alertas de Google

<googlealerts-noreply@goo To lilibeth_serrano@fws.gov
gle.com> -

04/04/2011 04:58 PM

cC

Subject Alerta de Google: Pesca y Vida Silvestre

Noticias ._ - : 1 resultado nueve de Pesca y Vida Silvestre

Enterrar la tuberia del gasoducto en la zona maritimo ferrestre ...
El Nuevo Dia.com

“Estas son preccupaciones ya expresadas tanto por la EPA como por Pesca y Vida Silvestre. Esto solo significa
que al dia de hoy 1a AEE no ha podido explicar ...

Sugerenma escribe un S|gno mas (+) para buscar una palabra exacta.

Eliminar esta alerta.
Crear otra alerta.
Administrar sus alertas.



Jack Arnold/R4/FWS/DOI To Merry Bateis4lFWSlDOI@FWS

04/05/2011 02:21 PM cc Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Edwin

Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Patrick_Leonard@fws.gov
bce

Subject Re: Via Verde Pipeline[Z]

I've got it penciled in on my calendar, and will visit with Patrick to see if cne or both of us will atiend.
Thanks,
- Jack

Jack Arnold

Deputy Assistant Regional Director - Ecological Services

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345 .

404-679-7311 T ——

Merry Bates/R4/FWS/DOI
| 'Dbc (,‘259L

i Merry Bates/R4/FWS/DOI - )
% 04/05/2011 01:35 PM ~ To Jack Amnotd, Patrick Leonard@fws gov

.

3 ¢ Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Dave
" Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

By Subject Via Verde Pipeline

Secretary Galan, Puerto Rico, has requested a meeting with Cindy on the subject issue. Cindy said she
wanted Edwin present for the meeting. One or both of you shouid be present along with Dave Flemming.
The date is from 2:00-3:00 p.m. May 3rd.

Merry B. Bates

Assistant to the Regional Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
Southeast Region

Telephone: 404-679-4000

Cell: 678-640-4969
merry_bates@fws.gov



Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI To
7 04/05/2011 01:37 PM cc

bee
Subject

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

"Patrick Leonard” <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>, "Jack Arnold"
<jack_arnold@iws.gov>

Via Verde

Merry Bates called back and sometime during the week before we will have to brief Cindy on the project
prior to the 5/3 meeting with the Secretary. Therefore, we will need an update on the status of the project
and any actions that have or have not taken place, so please provide updated briefing materials the
morning of 3/25/11, and we will set up a briefing with Cindy later that week with a call in number. Thanks
for setting this up quickly.

David P. Flemming

Ecological Services Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

Phone: (404) 679- 7096
(404)661-2429 (C)

Fax: (404) 679- 7081

e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov



oc # 3

2 Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI To Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
F 04/05/2011 03:45 PM cc

bce
Subject Re: Via Verde[]

yes, that is correct.

David P. Flemming
Ecological Services Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1875 Century Boulevard
Atlanta, GA 30345
Phone: {(404) 679- 7096
(404)661-2429 (C)
Fax:  (404) 679- 7081
e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov T T T

Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI -
Doc #2555
YIETYYoNderrT  Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI A, ;
"@"' 04/05/2011 03:39 PM To Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI
v
*.‘ Y cc "Jack Arnold" <jack_arnold@fws.gov>, "Patrick Leonard"
AbspgRasnhaden, <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>

Subject Re: Via Verde[H

Ok. | assume you meant 4/25/2011 for the briefing paper.

Edwin E. Mudiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/
Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI

Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI
g 04/05/2011 C1:37 PM To edwin_muniz@fws.gov

cc "Patrick Leonard" <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>, "Jack Arnold"
<jack_arnold@fws.gov>
Subject Via Verde

Merry Bates called back and sometime during the week befare we will have to brief Cindy on the project



prior to the 5/3 meeting with the Secretary. Therefore, we will need an update on the status of the project
and any actions that have or have not taken place, so please provide updated briefing materials the
morning of 3/25/11, and we will set up a briefing with Cindy later that week with a call in number. Thanks
for setting this up quickly.

David P. Flemming

Ecological Services Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

Phone: (404) 679- 7096
(404)661-2429 (C)

Fax:  (404) 679- 7081

e-mail: dave_flemming@fws.gov
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April 6, 2011

Edwin Mufiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Ecological Services
Boqueron Field Office

Fish & Wildlife Service
Department of the Interior
P.O. Box 491

Bogqueron, PR 00622

Dear Mr. Muitiz:

I am writing to personally commend you and your colleagues in the Boqueron Field
Office at the Fish & Wildlife Service for your thorough review of the Via Verde natural
gas pipeline project in Puerto Rico. As one of the largest construction projects on the
Island in decades, it is vitally important that the regulatory agencies charged with
protecting the wellbeing of the Puerto Rican people and the Island's environmental
resources conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the project. In this respect, the staff
members of the Boqueron Field Office have demonstrated their uncompromising
commitment to the public good.

On at least two occasions, your office sent letters to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
highlighting the potential harm to animal and plant species that could result if the Via
Verde natural gas pipeline were constructed as planned by the Puerto Rico Electric Power
Authority (PREPA). Because of your concerns and those expressed by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, on December 22, 2010 the U.S, Army Corps of
Engineers decided to hold the Via Verde project in abeyance until all legal obligations
have been met and the issues raised have been adequately addressed.

Unfortunately, on April 1, 2011 the Caribbean office of the EPA, which had previously
found major deficiencies in PREPA's permit application, determined that PREPA had
satisfied a majority of the EPA's concerns and lifted its recommendation to suspend the
project. However, the EPA has yet to clarify how it arrived at its decision, what new
information was provided by PREPA, or whether it allowed opposition groups an equal
opportunity to express their disapproval of the pipeline.
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The EPA's tacit approval notwithstanding, I believe serious problems remain that could
prove devastating to Puerto Rico if the pipeline is constructed. I hope that the U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service will agree that the best way to protect Puerto Rican animal and plant
species is to continue to insist that potential hazards be adequately addressed in a
transparent process. '

Sincerely,

] et

Luis V. Gutietrez
Member of Congress
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"Padilla, Angel” To ™edwin_muniz@fws.gov"” <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>
<Angel Padilla@mail.house.g

ov> cc

04/06/2011 07:04 PM bee

Subject Letter from Congressman Gutierrez

Good Afternoon Mr. Mufiiz:

Please see the attached letter from Congressman Gutierrez regarding the Via Verde natural gas pipeline
in Puerto Rico. Please contact me if you have any questions. A hard copy has heen sent via postal mail.

Thanks,
Angel

Angel Padilia

Legislative Correspondent

Rep. Luis V. Guiierrez

2266 Rayburn FKouse Office Building
Washington, BC 20515

{202) 225-8203

angel.padilla@mail.house.zov 04.06.2011 _Letterto Fish & Wildife Service_RE Via Verde pdf
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YIVEYYrY¥err®  Edwin Muniz.‘RMFWSIﬁ-OI . To “Dave'iglgr_limihg" <Dave_Flemming@fws.gov>, "Patrick
‘@. 04/06/2011 07:28 PM cc Leonard" <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>
/)
m:gﬂw ' bec

Subject Fw: Letter from Congressman Gutiemrez

I am forwarding e-mail 1 received from Congressman Gutierrez office with letter addressed to me regarding the Via
Verde Pipeline project.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

From: Edwin Muniz

Sent: 04/06/2011 05:16 PM MDT

To: "Edwin. Muniz" <edwin.muniz@gmail.com>
Subject: Fw: Letter from Congressman Gutierrez

Sent from my BlackBerry Wircless Handheld

From: "Fadilla, Angel" [Angel Padilla@mail. house.gov]
Sent: 04/06/2011 07:04 PM AST

To: Edwin Muniz

Subject: Letter from Congressman Gutierrez

Good Afternoon Mr. Mufiiz:

Please see the attached letter from Congressman Gutierrez Eegarding the Via Verde natural gas pipeline
in Puerto Rico. Please contact me if you have any questions. A hard copy has been sent via postal mail.

Thanks,
Angel

Angel Padilla

Legislative Correspondent

Rep. Luis V. Gutierrez

2266 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

(202) 225-8203

| hake

Pl

angel.padilla@mailhouse.zov 04.08.2011_Letter to Fish & Wildife Service_RE Via Verde pdf



bruce_kennedy@fws.gov To Dave Flemming@iws.gov, Edwin_Muniz@iws.gov
04/08/2011 04:18 PM cc
bce

Subject DCN: 048007 - Via Verde Pipeline Project




LUIS V. GUTIERREZ COMMITTEES;

MENIER HGRE!
4TH msr:;}l:.uumsss FINANCIAL SERVICES
2266 RAYBUAN HOUSE DFFEE BLONG SUICOMAITEES:

Vi ongress. of the Mnited States " o

HousmG awd Comaunnry GrronTumTy

BESTRICT OFRCE: ﬁnuﬁz nf 'meﬁmtﬂﬁnfﬁ [NTERRATIONAL I.fl!_mxa'rmv Poucy
2701 WEST NOATH AVENLE AND TRADE

oy Mashingtan, BE 205151304 woicsay

1772) 342-0776 Fix SUETOMMTYEE:

IMAIGRATION, T ZENSHIP, REAUGEES,
BOADER SECURITY, AND |HTERNATIONAL LAW

April 6, 2011

Edwin Mufiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Ecological Services
Bogqueron Field Office

Fish & Wildlife Service
Department of the Interior
P.O, Box 491

Bogueron, PR 00622

Drear Mr. Muiiiz:

I am writing to personally commend you and your colleagues in the Bogueron Field
Office at the Fish & Wildlife Service for your thorough review of the Via Verde natural
gas pipeline project in Puerto Rico. As one of the largest construction projects on the
Island in decades, it is vitally important that the regulatory agencies charged with
protecting the wellbeing of the Puerto Rican people and the Island's environmental
resources conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the project. In this respect, the staff
members of the Boqueron Field Office have demonstrated their uncompromising
commitment to the public good.

On at least two occasions, your office sent letters to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
highlighting the potential harm to animal and plant species that could resuit if the Via
Verde natural gas pipeline were constructed as planned by the Puerto Rico Electric Power
Authority (PREPA). Because of your concerns and those expressed by the TLS.
Environmental Protection: Agency, on December 22, 2010 the U.S. Army Corps of

" Engineers decided to hold the Via Verde project in abeyance until all legal obligations
have been met and the issues raised have been adequately addressed.

Unfortunately, or April 1, 2011 the Caribbean office of the EPA, which had previously
found major deficiencies in PREPA's permit application, determined that PREPA had
satisfied a majority of the EPA’s concerns and lifted its recommendation to suspend the
project. However, the EPA has yet to clarify how it arrived at its decision, what new
information was provided by PREPA, or whether it allowed opposition groups an equal
opportunity to express their disapproval of the pipeline.

PRINTED ON RECYCLED FAPER



The EPA’s tacit approval notwithstanding, I believe serious problems remain that could
prove devastating to Puerto Rico if the pipeline is constructed. 1hope that the U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service will agree that the best way to protect Puerto Rican animal and plant
species is to continue to insist that potential hazards be adequately addressed in a
transparent process.

Sincerely,

] et

Luis V. Gutierrez
Member of Congress
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Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

B 04/12/2011 01:30 PM cc Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Felix
- Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar

Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
bce

Subject Re: Fw: SAJ-2010-02881.Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)El

Rafa,

After reviewing the information provided, | do not see changes in the road alignment (in areas of concern)
that are significant enough to prevent impacts to habitat of the sharp-shinned hawk, broad-winged hawk,
Puerto Rican parrot, nightjar, and Puerto Rican boa; except poientially a couple of spots in Manati and
one in southeast Adjuntas, Therefore, comments and concerns that | expressed on a previous email of
March 24, 2011 regarding these species remain. '

JORGE

ps- suggest them that, next time that they provide PDF files, they label them with the municipality name or
something. ltis a royal pain having to go through all of them to find the ones you need!

Jorge E. Saliva, Ph.D.

Endangered Species Program

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Telephone: 787/851-7297, extension 219
Fax: 787/851-7440

E-mail: Jorge_Saliva@fws.gov
Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI

Rafael
Gionzalez/R4/FWS/DOI To Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
. Monsegur/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge
03/31/2011 07:33 AM Saliva/R4FWS/DOI@FWS, Felix Lopez/RAFWS/DOI@FWS
cc
Subject Fw: $AJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment

(UNCLASSIFIED)

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov



Felix Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DO!

04/12/2011 02:38 PM cc Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Edwin
Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge

b Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Marelisa
cC

Subject Re: Via Verde AlignmentR

Here are some of my comments:

1) the line represents the center line of the pipeline, and is not drawn to scale, they should provide the
footprint of the project not the centerline, since it is difficult to visualize the impacts, the google earth file is
a good way to show the proposed 150 foot wide corridor along the entire route.

2) in the northern karst it shows the pipeline attempting to snake around the individual mogotes, | don't
know if this is feasible from a pipeline engineering stand point, in other areas it cuts right through the
karst.

3} does the new alignment increase or decrease the number of stream crossings ? Where are the new
stream crossings ?

4) the pipeline follows PR-22 for a while then cuts across the Toa Baja wetland areas, why can't it
continue to follow PR 22 until the Bayamon River ?

Felix Lopez
USFWS
Bogueron FO
787 510 5208

"No one seems to know what it is we do, but what ever it is, we are the only ones that can do it, and we do
it well" : — — o

Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI Cne a4k
j bb c £ e
Rafael —
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI To Omar Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Carlos
04/11/2011 06:52 AM Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge

Saliva/R4/IFWS/DOI@FWS, Felix Lopez/R4FWS/DOI@FWS
¢c  Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Marelisa
Rivera/R4/FWS/IDOI@FWS
Subject Via Verde Aligment

You can find in here: W:\Gaseoducto Via Verde\Via Verde Aligment the last information | got from Via
Verde aligment

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office



P.O. Box 491
Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov
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Yrrrrvervvese®  Edwin MunizZR4/FWS/DOI To Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DO!
‘©“ 04/1212011 03:41 PM ce
-l bee
FOIYYYETIVFIrT Y
Subject DCN: 048007 - Via Verde Fipeline Project
CHistory: © ', This message has beenforwarded. < -
Here is a draft letter.

20110412 _Draft Reply DCN 048007 - Via Verde Pipeline Project docx

Edwin E. Muiiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at hitp://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/



In Reply Refer to
FWS/R4/ES

Hon. Luis V. Gutierrez

Congress of the United States

House of Representatives

2266 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Gutierrez:

Thank you for your letter of April 6, 2011 to Edwin Muniz from our Caribbean Ecological
Services Field Office concerning the Via Verde Natural Gas pipeline project proposed in
Puerto Rico.

With regards to the Via Verde Natural Gas pipeline project proposed in Puerto Rico,

the Service's main concerns were about possible impacts to endangered and threatened
wildlife and plants, othier trust species, the need for more detail about the exact right-of-way
for the pipeline, alternative pipeline alignment and designs (e.g., above-ground in certain
areas), National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance and impacts to aquatic
resources.

In February and March 2011, PREPA conducted surveys to determine the presence or absence
of federally protected animal and plant species along the proposed route, and a biological
assessment is being developed by PREPA.

As of today, issues remain outstanding, including a final description of the proposed right-of-
way, possible alternative pipeline alignment and design to reduce impacts, mitigation plans
and commitments for unavoidable impacts, a determination of effect regarding potential
impacts to federally protected species and the appropriate level of NEPA compliance. The
Service will continue to work with the applicant and the Corps of Engineers to ensure
remaining issues are adequately addressed, and to ensure that the proposed project is in
compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

Sincerely,

Cynthia K. Dohner
Regional Director

Cc:
Field Supervisor, Caribbean ES
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
JACKSONVILLE BISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O. Box 4970
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32232-0019

RepLY 0 APR13 2011

ATTENTION OF

Regulatory Division

Mr. Carl-Axel P. Soderberg

Caribbean Environmental Protection Division
Centro Europa Building, Suite 417

1492 Ponce de Leon Avenue, Stop 22

San Juan, PR 00907-4127

Dear Mr. Soderberg:

This letter acknowledges yours dated April 1, 2011, regarding the Via Verde Natural Gas
Pipe Line proposal currently under review by Department of the Army permit application
number SAJ-2010-02881. We were extremely surprised by the conclusions made by your
agency considering that much information is still forthcoming on this project. We take exception
to the contents of the letter, the analysis therein contained, and its conclusions.

It appears the EPA was provided with privileged information by the PREPA, as
expressed repeatedly in your letter. It concerns me that the Corps was not involved in any of the
exchanges of information and/or meetings that took place between the applicant and your
agency, as the Corps has primary and ultimate authority over the Via Verde application. The
applicant has not submitted all required information to properly address the alternative analysis,
avoidance and minimization, compensatory mitigation, public interest, endangered species,
historical properties, and impacts to federal projects. With that said, the Corps considers it to be
premature to render a decision if the NEPA process could be concluded with a mitigated FONSI
or an EIS, or even to imply that this project is permittable.

Thus I am requesting that privileged information in the hands of EPA be provided to the
Corps. Please feel free to call me reference this subject at your convenience.

Sincerely,

1
Donald W. Kiffard
Chief, Regulatory Division




cC:

FHWA

FWS

NMFS - ESA

NMEFS - EFH

SHPO

EPA Region 2
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Felix Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI

04/13/2011 1113 AM - cc Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge
Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar

b Monseguir/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS,
cC

Subject Re: Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)E)

More comments on the PDF files, yes | looked at each and every one, its very time consuming

48.0-Z-322.45_Rev1 - What is the Proposed Palo Seco Lateral ? it should be included in this permit
application.

48.0-Z-322.21_Rev1 - The route to Costa Sur from the proposed meter station runs through salt flat
mangrove scrub shrub wetlands.

48.0-Z-322.41_Rev1 - Entry into the Palo Seco plant may impact wetlands, the 150 foot construction
corridor is not shown here. It is not clear if HDD will be used here or not.

48.0-Z-321.94_Rev2 - The proposed Bayamon Connection may impact a former mitigation site, also what
is the section of pipe heading east for?

48.0-Z-321.95_Rev1 - The pipeline will impact the existing CAPECO underflow dam, and herbaceous
wetlands.

48.0-Z-321.93 Rev1 - Possible wetland impacts

48.0-_2-321.91__Rev2 - Large HDD pullback area along the beach in Levittown, may impact beach area.
48.0-Z-321.90_Rev2 - HDD pullback area in mean high water and sometimes mean low water
48.0-Z-321.88_Rev1- Why is there a 50" wide construction corridor along the HDD routes, is that the ROW

that AEE is going to permanently claim?

48.0-2-321.87_Rev1 - looks like they will be working very close to the Rio Cocal mangroves, and what is
the HDD pull back area, additional fill, it seems substantial. All impacts here seem to be in herbaceous
wetlands.

48.0-Z-321.86_Rev1 - Same thing, looks like the additional 75x200 work area may impact mangrove:
wetlands, HDD pull back area is shown, alt other impacts are in marsh.

it iooks like they will require additional work areas in ail HDD work and major road and river crossings.

48.0-7-321.61_Rev1 - Large additional work area and HDD pull back area
| do not see the wetlands indicated in the drawings, even though there is a symbol for them in the legend.
48.0-Z-321.62_Rev1 - Same as xxx.61

48.0-2-321.53 Rev1 - Cafio Tiburones, wetlands are shown on the drawing legend but not shown on the
shaded map area. It would be advantageous to have all wetland areas shown on all the maps.

48.0-Z-321.48_Rev1 - Cafio Tiburones, pipeline crossing deep marsh and open water, how are they going



to build over open water?

48.0-Z-321.44_Rev2 - Rio Grande de Arecibo crossing, had additional work areas and HDD pull back in
possible wetlands.

The drawings are very good at identifying unnamed roads, but the symbol for road and creek are very
similar, it is difficult to differentiate these on the map, they should have been colored blue. We
recommend that all streams, drainage which fall under the jurisdiction of the Corps should be clearly

shown in the project drawings in a distinctive color. Surely they could extract this from soil and topo
maps.

As you move into the mountains and look at the pipeline profile you will see that in some areas the
pipeline will be built along the side of a hill, this will probably involve more than the 150 foot construction
zone, since you cannot build on the side of a hill with trucks and heavy equipment, it simply is not possible
from an engineering stand point. | believe that much more natural resource impacts will occur due to
having to build a stable road bed over which to transport eguipment. Also many of these areas are prone
to landslides and have highly erodible soils. How is AEE going to maintain these areas free of deep tree
roots and perform any needed repairs? The slopes would have to be cut fo allow for some kind of
permanent transit along the entire route.

48.0-Z-321.28_Rev1 - Why is the pipeline following the east bank of the Rio Grande de Arecibo at
Utuado? That would entail work in the river bank or active river channel, either way the area is subject to
erosion and construction would impact the river. Going up the steep hill on the other side will create a
slide for water and erosion right into the river.

48.0-2-321.22_Rev1 - Just how are they going to cross the Rio Pellejas at this point, the profile shows that
the river is down in a steep valley with a 300 feet below the pipeline, are they just going to cut a slide
down one side and up the other, this would adversely impact the river and become a focal point for future
land slides. There is no place for them to have the additional work area at the bottom of the valley unless
they cut into the mountains.

48.0-Z-321.15_Rev3 - What is that sudden deviation in the pipeline at this point and what is the reason.

48.0-Z2-321.01_Rev3 - Extra HDD work space is in a saltflat and mangrove area, pipeline route from
metering station to HDD is through saltflats and mangrove that seems io be permanently flooded and
connected with Guayanilla Bay.

Felix Lopez
USFWS
Boqueron FO
787 510 5208

"No one seems to know what it is we do, but what ever it is, we are the only ones that can do it, and we do
it well T e

Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI
Dbc, ""‘ 0’2(03

Rafael —
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI To Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
04/12/2011 02:22 PM cc Carlos Pacheco/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS, Felix

Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
Monsegur/RA/FWS/DOI@FWS

Subject Re: Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment
(UNCLASSIFIED)E



g

Thanks for your comments!

Rafael Gonzalez

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boguerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 8§51-7440
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov

Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI

Jorge Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI
§ 04/12/2011 01:30 PM

To Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

cc Carlos Pacheco/R4/IFWS/DOI@FWS, Felix
Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS

ec Subject Re: Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Via Verde Pipeline Alignment

Rafa,

(UNCLASSIFIED)E)

After reviewing the information provided, | do not see changes in the road alignment (in areas of concern)
that are significant enough to prevent impacts to habitat of the sharp-shinned hawk, broad-winged hawk,
Puerio Rican parrot, nightjar, and Puerto Rican boa; except potentially a couple of spots in Manati and
one in southeast Adjuntas. Therefore, comments and concerns that | expressed on a previous email of
March 24, 2011 regarding these species remain.

JORGE

ps- suggest them that, next time that they provide PDF files, they label them with the municipality name or
something. Itis a royal pain having to go through all of them to find the ones you need!

Jorge E. Saliva, Ph.D.

Endangered Species Program

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office
P.O. Box 491

Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Telephone: 787/851-7297, extension 219
Fax: 787/851-7440 ‘

E-mail: Jorge_Saliva@fws.gov
Rafael Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI

Rafael
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI

03/31/2011 07:33 AM

To Carlos Pacheco/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Omar
Monsegur/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Jorge

Saliva/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Felix Lopez/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
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vy Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI
. '@': 04/13/2011 11:34 AM ce
al ' A bce

ik b A AR AL,

Subject Letter from Lawyer to Corps Engineers RE Via Verde

Here is a copy of a letier sent by a lawyer on behalf of several parties regarding Via Verde Pipeline.

o &

Letterto US Comps Enggers 28 marzo 2011 pdf

Edwin E. Muiiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

{W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at hitp://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/



Rafael To daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com
Gonzalez/R4/FWS/DOI cc Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil, Edwin
04/13/2011 12:30 PM Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Marelisa

" Rivera/R4/IFWS/DOI@FWS
bece

Subiect Via Verde field study repotts
Dear Mr. Pagan:

These are our preliminary comments on the field studies report of the endangered species; Puerto
Rican nightjar, Puerto Rican parrot, broad-winged and sharp-shine hawks, Puerto Rican crested
toad, and Coqui Llanero you submit to us on March 12 and 13, 2011.

Puerto Rican crested toad and Coqui Llanero field studies:

1. Surveys for the Puerto Rican crested toad were conducted during the period of least
activity of the species (e.g., November-January), surveys should be conducted during the
time of the year when the species is more active, which coincides with the raining season
or during copious raining event.

2. The reports do not inform time of the day and for how long the surveys took place for
both species.

Puerto Rican Parrot field study:

1. This field study was not designed for Puerto Rican patrot detection. The study is missing
a period of high activity for the Puerto Rican parrot (e.i., the afiernoon) and observation
points at key strategic areas.

2. Information provided is not sufficient to make a determination of presence or absence of
the species in the area.

Broad-winged and sharp-shinned hawk field study:

1. Currently no comments

Puerto Rican nightjar field study:
1. Currently no comments
Endangered plants:
1. No report submitted

We have received the new alignment from the USACOE and we are currently evaluating it. We
are going to evaluate how the new alignment relates to the surveyed areas.



In addition, remember you can use the Biclogical Assessment (BA) from Gasoducto del Sur and
Rio Valenciano dam as a guideline for Via Verde BA.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. 1f you have any question, please don’t hesitate to
contact me at 787-851-7297 extension 214.

Best Regards,

Rafael Gonzalez
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Caribbean Field Office
P.O. Box 491
_Boquerdn, Puerto Rico 00622

Phone: (787) 851-7297 x 214
Fax: (787) 851-7440
rafael_gonzalez@fws.gov
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Yrrrorrer'™  Edwin MunizZR4/FWS/DOI To "Dave F[emniing" <Dave_Flemming@fws.gov>, "Patrick
e y Leonard™ <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>, "Jeff Fleming”
‘©’ 04/14/2011 02:16 PM P
ede—aiC ) cc
W
Arkhlhhpnpdad
hce

Subject Fw: Video and script of Rep. Gutierrez remarks on Puerto
Rloos natural gas plpelme

L H|story % Thls message has been fomarded

| am forwarding video and script from remarks made today by Congressman Gutierrez today ragrding the
proposed gas pipeline. The USFWS and other federal agencies were mentioned.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld
Litibeth Serrano

-—- QOriginal Message -—--
From: Lilibeth Serrano
Sent: 04/14/2011 02:10 PM AST bbcfﬂ: 2110
To: Edwin Muniz

Subject: Video and script of Rep Gutlerrez remarks on Puerto Rico's
natural gas pipeline

Video:
http:lfwww.youtube.oornlwatch?v=LOBRgbSwXCM&feature=player_embedded#at=32

Message published on Gutierrez homepage:
hitp:/Amvww.gutierrez.house.goviindex.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=660.rep-gutierrezs-rema
rks-on-puerto-rico-natural-gas-pipeline-project&catid=50:201 1-press-releases

REP. GUTIERREZ'S REMARKS ON PUERTO RICO NATURAL GAS PIPELINE PROJECT
"It’s time they stop doing things the 'Via Verde' way and start doing things the right way"

April 14, 2011
Media Contact: Douglas Rivlin (202) 225-8203

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

(Washington, DC) — Continuing a series of speeches the Congressman has delivered on the
floor of the U.S. House of Representatives on the civil and human rights crisis in Puerto Rico,
Rep. Luis V. Gutierrez (D-IL) today addressed a proposed natural gas pipeline project that is
being pushed by the Governor of Puerto Rico and his party. The so-called "Via Verde" -- or
"Green Way" - is a 92 mile cross island project that has not received sufficient study or public
scrutiny because it is being promoted as a response lo an "energy emergency." Rep. Gutierrez
announced he has filed a series of Freedom of Information Act requests for information from all
federal agencies that have addressed the project and asked the Army Corps of Engineers to " to
deny the permit request for the pipeline until experis testify, permits are applied for, community
meetings are held, and environmental impact studies are done." The following are the
Congressman's remarks, delivered at approximately 10:00 a.m. ET, as prepared for delivery,



REP. GUTIERREZ: Mr. Speaker I rise today to talk once again about Puerto Rico, but this time
it's a little different. I rise to note that Governor Luis Fortuiio of Puerto Rico has actually said
something that I can agree with.

Speaking about a proposed gas pipeline, the Republican Governor said, “We can’t
continue to depend on fossil fuels. Gasoducto is fossil fuels.” He went on to say that “tying us
down to natural gas for 30 years would be a grave mistake.”

He was referring to the construction of a natural gas pipeline on an island where the
beautiful beaches, mountains and rain forests are both irreplaceable natural resources and part of
the economic engine that drives tourism -- a gas pipeline that sounds like a dubious proposition.

And I agree.

Mr. Fortufio spoke these words two years ago, as a candjdaté, criticizing his opponent.
Sadly, now that he is safely in office, Governor Fortuiio has changed his mind.

Now, he enthusiastically supports nof just gas pipelines, but a much bigger, more
environmentally disrupiive and more expensive pipeline.

And how the construction of this gigantic, super-sized pipeline is being handled is
another reason I must speak out -- again -- on the civil rights crisis in Puerto Rico.

The ruling party would rather people not notice that Mister Fortuiio and Governor
Fortufio have opposite positions on gas pipelines.

So they are working hard to move this project forward under the cover of night.

Every day — the ruling party answers this question: If you wanted to undertake a
potentially dangerous, economically dubious, environmentally disastrous and exiremely
unpopular project — how would you go about it?

Here’s the ruling party's answer: You circumvent feasibility studies. You avoid
environmental impact studies. You ignore the standard permitting and licensing procedures.
And you take every step possible to eliminate public hearings and public scrutiny.

But how do you proceed without these necessary safeguards and information?

If you are the government of Puerto Rico, and you want to build a 92 mile natural gas
pipeline over the mountains; through forests, lakes and rivers; and across critical groundwater
systems in Puerto Rico, you would amend a law designed to deal with natural disasters so you

can bypass the normal permitting and public process.

What this ruling party does is declare an "energy emergency.”
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This government’s “energy emergency” allows the pipeline to proceed - despite
warnings from the Sierra Club, the environmental group Casa Pueblo, and even the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife service.

--- Despite residents’ concerns that it will be constructed near schools, churches and
residential areas.

--- Despite geologists noting it is near earthquake faults and that there have been 2,500
seismic events in the last 3 years and one felt all over the island just 2 days ago.

The self-declared “energy emergency” also helps hide the fact that you’ve given a ten
million dollar contract to a pal of the Governor’s who has no experience at all in constructing gas
pipelines. He does, however, have experience skiing with the governor.

And maybe that’s why you run a slick, taxpayer funded PR campaign that renames the
project "The Via Verde" -- "the green way."

So, instead of speaking to the huge financial, human and environmental costs -- this

Orwellian ad campaign calls a gas pipeline over the mountains and through the woods a "green
way.ll

Like a lot of people, I think it would be better to name it “Green away "... a magical
cleanser you apply to your forests, rivers and lakes, to make them go away...along with millions
of green tax dollars.

Here’s an even more honest name for the project: the “wrong way.” Because it’s wrong
to spend the people's money on a project they don’t want and hasn’t been appropriately studied,
as the newspaper EI Nuevo Dia has shown in a series of reports.

Candidate Fortufio was right. Governor Fortufio is wrong.

To shine some light on this matter, I have sent Freedom of Information Act requests to
every and all federal agencies that have addressed the pipeline project. 1 will release the results
so that the people know who their government is meeting with, what documents exist, and what
studies have been done to show the need for this project.

Furthermore, I have already urged the Army Corps of Engineers to deny the permit
request for the pipeline until experts testify, permits are applied for, community meetings are

held, and environmental impact studies are done.

Maybe the government can make the case for this project in the light of day. But they
shouldn’t be asking for a verdict without presenting their facts to the people first.

It’s time they stop doing things the "Via Verde" way and start doing things the right



way.

#H##

Litibeth Serrano Vélez,

Public Affairs Specialist

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service _
Caribbean Ecological Service Field Office
PO Box 491, Boquerd6n, PR 00622

P: 787-851-7297 ext. 212

C: 787-505-4397
litibeth_serrano@fws.gov
http://www.fws.gov/caribbean



Doc # 273>

YTEYTrerveesT®  Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Gloria BrownBallR4/FWS/DOI@FWS, Dave

‘@" 04/15/2011 09:05 AM . Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI
N o,
- bee

Subject Whitehouse report

. 20110415_Via Verde White House report.docx

Edwin E. Muitiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1875 Century Boulevard .

Atlanta, Georgia 30345 b(}c]ﬁ 0173

. FWS/R4/ES/2011-048007 - L
: APR 18 2y

The Honorable Luis V. Gutierrez
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Gutierrez:

Thank you for your letter dated April 6, 2011, concerning the Via Verde Natural Gas pipeline
project proposed in Puerto Rico. '

The Fish and Wildlife Service’s (Service) concerns include possible impacts to endangered
and threatened wildlife and plants, as well as other trust species and aquatic resources; the
need for more detail about the right-of-way for the pipeline; alternative nipeline alignment
and designs (e.g., above-ground in certain areas); and compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (INEPA). '

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is developing a biological assessment
and recently conducted surveys to determine if federally protected animal and plant species
are present along the proposed route f{or the pipeline. The Service will continue to work with
PREPA and the Corps of Engineers to ensure these issues are adequately addressed, and the
proposed project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (404) 679-4000 or Edwin Muniz, Field.
Supervisor, Caribbean Field Office, at (787) 851-7297.

Sincerely yours,

I 27 BN
2 =
H

“for”
Cynthia K. Dohner
Regional Director
TAKE PRIDE ‘&%=

INAMERICA ~g



"Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" To <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>
< Ido.C . . .
m?{sr;lalf a.Collazo@usace.ar cc "Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>,

"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
"Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <Osvaldo.Collazo@usace.army.mil>

04/18/2011 04:24 PM
bce

Subject Via Verde

Edwin,

Discussed with Edgar and Sinduifo. Tentatively we are looking at having a meeting with your office on May 10" to discuss the draft
BA (if we recaive it this week) followed by an all-day PDT meeting on the 11". As time gels closer, we'll agree on time and place
for the meeting on the 10", We'll also have an agenda for the 14"

Qsvaldo

Osvaldo Collazo

Chief, North Permits Branch

Telephone (904) 232-1659

Fax (904) 232-1904

Celi (904) 610-9350

Please assist us in better serving you! Please complete the customer survey by clicking on the following link:
http://per2 nwp.usace.army. mil/survey. html
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"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" To <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>

<E W. i .
my'_jr?,ﬁ; Garcl@usace.ar cc <edwin_muniz@fws.gov>
04/18/2011 04:51 PM bee

Subject RE: Visitto EcoElectrica (UNGLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Lee,

Ok with me, I'm inviting the Division Chief that will be attending the trip
in PR in Osvaldo's place. Don't know if he can make it, but if he can come,
it will still be the same number of people as originally planned.

Thanks for your coordination.

Edgar W. Garcia
Project Manager
Antilles Regulatory Section

————— Original Message—-———-

From: Lisamarie Carrubba [mailto:Lisamarie.Carrubbalnocaa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2011 12:55 PM

To: Garcia, Edgar W SAJ

Cc: edwin muniz@fws.gov

Subject: Visit to EcoFlectrica

Saludos, Edgar:

Edwin tells me that Osvaldo contacted him to cancel our meeting next week
because Oz can't be in Puerto Rico next week.

Due to the difficulty in scheduling with EcoElectrica and given that they
have indicated they have made all the plans to host our visit, T propose that
we continue our planned visit to thelr facilities next week, Thursday April
28 at 2:30am.

Please let me know whether or not you can still attend.

Thanks,
Lee

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



Yo Yerr  Edwin MunizZR4/FWS/DOI To Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI
)
" @1 04/19/2011 01:39 PM cc Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
) bee
FITYNEWFITFEITY

Subject Via Verde Corps response to EPA

Dave:

Couple of weeks, out of the blue ERPA sent a letter changing their position on the proposed project. 1am
attaching the Corps response to the EPA. '

o3

20110413_Corps response to EPA_Via Verde pdf

Edwin E. Muiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://iwww.fws.gov/caribbean/es/
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Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI To Michelle Ramos/R4/FWS/DOI@FWS
04/25/2011 10:13 AM cC
bce .
Subject Fw: SAJ-2010-02881 Biological Assessment
{UNCLASSIFIED)

Marelisa Rivera’

Deputy Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Caribbean Fietd Office
P.O. Box 491

Boqueron, Puerto Rico 00622

(787) 851-7297 x 206 (direct)

(787) 851-7440 (fax)

(787) 510-5207 (mobile)

Email: marelisa_rivera@fws.gov

There are three constants in life...change, choice and principles.

Stephen R. Covey Do C.,'-'B’ 4:;1.7'7

- Forwarded by Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI on 04/25/2011 10:13 AM --—
"Garcia, Edgar W SAJ"

<Edg§r.W.Garcia@usace,ar To "Garcia, Edgar W SAJ" <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>,
my.mil> “lisamarie carrubba" <Lisamarie.Carrubba@noaa.gov>, "Carl
04/20/2011 05:03 PM Soderberg" <Soderberg.carl@epa.gov>, "Carlos A, Rubio”

<carubio@prshpo.geobierno.pr=, "Miguel Bonini"
<mbonini@prshpo.gobierno.pr=>, <jaime.torres@dot.gov>,
<carlos.machado@dot.gov>, <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>,
<Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>, <Soto.Jose@epamail.epa.gov>,
<cathy.kendall@dot.gov>, <marisel.lopez-cruz@dot.gov=>,
<jose.a.rivera@noaa.gov>

cc "Castillo, Sindulfo SAJ" <Sindulfo.Castillo@usace.army.mil>,
"Collazo, Osvaldo SAJ" <Osvaldo.Collazo@usace.army.mil>

Subject RE: SAJ-2010-02881 Biological Assessment

{UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Please find enclosed the Biological Assessment provided by PREPA's
consultant.

The Corps is proposing May 11, 2011 at 9:30 &M for an Interagency Meeting for
PREPA to present their BA, Flora and Fauna report, and Phase 1B Archeological
document. Also, PREPA would need to explain changes in the project route
{alignment), etc. ' '

Please let me know,

Respectfully,

Edgar W. Garcia



Project Manager

Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District
Antilles Regulatory Section
Tel: (787) 729-6905 Ext. 3059
Fax: (787) 729-6906

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

= 2 < [, *

Via Yerde BA Final_April 15 2011.pdf Appendix 1.pdf Appendiz 2.pdf Appendix 3.pdf Appendix 4.pdf
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"";W Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Daniel Paga:;;dZniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com>
d -+
‘ ' , 04/26/2011 02:57 PM cC EDWIN BAEZ <E-BAEZ@PREPA.COM>, Edgar W SAJ
A Garcia <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>, "FRANCISCO
AAb oA AMALLLA o, E-LOPEZ GARCIA" <FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM>,
cc

Subject Re: Request for a meeting related with the Via Verde Project

Danny: |

We received the BA on 4/20/2011. Our staff is beginning to review this extensive document. We
understand that the Corps is coordinating a meeting for Wednesday 11 May, at which we understand you
will be presenting/discussing the BA.

At this time, we believe is best for our staff to finish the review of the document before we meet. Also,
since the Corps has the responsibility to make a determination of effect, they need to be part of the
meeting.

Edwin E. Muiiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

(F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/ -7 e —

Daniel Pagan <daniel_paganrosa@yahoo.com> : ' :ﬂ’r NPy |
- Dee T 219
Daniel Pagan —— - e
<daniel paganrosa@yahoo.c To Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov,
om> EdwinMuniz/R4/FWS/DOl@yahoec.com,
04/25/2011 06:56 PM "Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov" <Marelisa_Rivera@fws.gov>

cC LarryEvans@bcpeabody.com, IVELISSE SANCHEZ
SQULTAIRE <I-SANCHEZ@FREPA.COM=>, EDWIN BAEZ
<E-BAEZ@PREPFA.COM>, "FRANCISCO E. LOPEZ
GARCIA" <FLOPEZ1075@PREPA.COM:, Jousef Garcia
<yousevgr@vyahoo.com=, sindulfo.castillo@usace.army.mil,
Edgar W SAJ Garcia <Edgar.W.Garcia@usace.army.mil>
Subject Request for a meeting related with the Via Verde Project

Edwin f Marelisa:

On April 15, 2010 we delivered a comprehensive Biological Assessment (BA) report before the USACE
Antilles Offices as requested by the F&WS. We would like to coordinate a courtesy meeting where we
can present a brief summary of the findings included in the BA. Please let us know as to when such
meeting could be scheduled. We will coordinate with the USACE personnel if they want to participate on
said informative meeting.

I will call your office tomorrow to see as the possible dates to schedule said meeting.

Thanks,
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BRIEFING FOR REGIONAL DIRECTOR

PREPARED BY: Field Supervisor, Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office, Boquerén PR

TO: Regional Director, Southeast Region, Atlanta, GA

DATE: April 25,2011

SUBJECT: Update on the Proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline (Puetto Rico)

PURPOSE OF BRIEFING DOCUMENT: Provide an update on pending issues associated
with the proposed Via Verde Gas Pipeline.

- BACKGROUND

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (PREPA) is proposing a natural gas pipeline
from the EcoFléctrica Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) facility on the south coast of Puerto
Rico in Pefiuelas to its power plants on the north coast (see map attached).

The 92-mile-long pipeline would cross 235 streams and wetlands. A 150-foot-wide
right-of-way makes the total project footprint about 1,672 acres, including 369 acres of
jurisdictional wetlands, making this project one of the largest infrastructure projects
proposed in Puerto Rico in decades.

The Corps issued a Public Notice (PN) for a proposed permit on 11/19/2010. The Corps
indicated in the PN that they will initiate formal consultation under Section 7.

We provided preliminary comments to the Corps in October 2010, and responded to the
Corps’ PN by letter dated 12/15/2010, which included our determination that the project
may have substantial and unacceptable impacts to ARNIs (a “3(a)” letter under our
permit elevation MOA with the Corps), and concurred with the Corps’ determination that
the project may affect 32 listed species. The RO sent the 3b letter under our permit
elevation MOA with the Corps on January 13,2011.

In December 22, 2010, the COE sent to the applicant a letter summarizing the comments
they received during the comment period. They asked the applicant to address the
concerns raised during the comment period.

On January 28, 2011, PREPA provided to the COE a response to their December 22,
2010 letter.

On February 1, 2011, the COE conducted a meeting with the applicant and resource
agencies to discuss the technical status of the project in relation to each agency area of
jurisdiction.

STATUS

On March 29, 2011, a lawyer representing several affected parties requested the Corps to
comply with the requirements established in NEPA and the ESA.

In late March, the Field Office received from the Corps CD containing the applicant’s
alignment for the proposed route. The file contains approximately 100 pages containing



maps and drawings outlining the proposed route. These maps are under review by Field
Office staff.

s On April 1, 2011, the EPA sent a leiter to the Corps stating that additional information for
the proposed project had been provided by PREPA to address EPA’s concerns, and as
result the EPA believed that PREPA had addressed most of their concerns.

e On April 13, the Corps Jacksonville District, replied to the EPA indicating they were
surprised by the conclusions made considering that much information is still forthcoming
on the proposed project. The Corps stated they take exception to the contents of the letter,
the analysis therein contained, and its conclusions. They further stated to the EPA, that it
appears they were provided with privileged information by PREPA, as expressed
repeaiedly in their letter. The Corps expressed their concerns that they were not involved
in any of the exchanges of information and/or meetings that took place between the
applicant and the EPA, since the Corps has primary and ultimate authority over the Via
Verde application. The Corps further stated that the applicant has not submitted all
required information to properly address the alternative analysis, avoidance and
minimization, compensatory mitigation, public interest, endangered species, historical
properties, and impacts to federal projects. The Corps informed the EPA that they
considered to be premature to render a decision if the NEPA process could be concluded
with a mitigated FONSI or an EIS, or even to imply that this project is perramittable.

e On April 6, 2011, Congressman Luis Gutierrez wrote to the Field Office expressing
serious concerns with the proposed project and requested that fish and wildlife concerns

~ be adequately address in a transparent process.

e On April 20, 2011, the Corps received a Biological Assessment from the applicant. The
Corps forwarded the assessment to the Field Office for a preliminary review. They also
requested to meet on May 10, 2011, to discuss the appropriateness of the document
submitited by the applicant. As of today, the Corps has not made a determination of effect
under the ESA. Field Office biologists are reviewing the biological assessment and the
proposed alignment. One of the main concerns brought up thus far are the discrepancies
and concerns over the right of way that the applicant had initially proposed.

¢ Information provided recently by the applicant to the news media has raised additional
concerns about the project purpose and alternative analysis (e.g., larger project’s scope
than previously announced in the public notice).

* The Service continued to ask PREPA to consider above ground pipeline installation for
areas of concern for habitat and species. They indicated they considered that but
discarded the alternative due to safety concerns.

» The Corps is proposing May 11, 2011 at 9:30 AM for an Interagency Meeting for PREPA
to present their BA, Flora and Fauna report, and Phase 1B Archeological document.
Also, PREPA would need to explain changes in the project route (alignment), etc. The
Field Office confirmed to the Corps its availability for that day.

OTHER ISSUES

o The Field Office continues to receive requests for documents under FOIA. The most
recent request came from Congressman Luis Gutierrez.

Contact: Edwin E. Mufiiz, Field Supervisor, Caribbean ES Field Office, Puecrto Rico,
787 - 851-7297 x 204
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Dave Flemming/R4/FWS/DOI To “Patrick Leonard” <patrick_leonard@fws.gov>
04/26/2011 08:25 AM ¢ edwin_muniz@fws.gov

bce

Subject Via Verde and associated briefings

Here is the briefing paper for Via Verde and the briefing on the other gas pipeline: Please take a look at
these so we can forward them on to Cindy and Mark after your review.

David P. Flemming

Ecological Services Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

Phone: (404) 679- 7096
(404)661-2429 (C)

Fax: (404} 679- 7081

e-mail; dave flemming@fws.gov 20110425 _Brefing Paper Update Via Yerde Gas Fipeline.docx

20114425 _Briefing Paper Status Mihgian Plan _Gasoducto del Surdocx



Danny



YEETTOY AT Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI To Marelisa Rivera/R4/FWS/DOI
*
@', 04/27/2011 01:55 PM cc
"
Alertd bee
FIVAFYY YEETTITY

Subject Fw: ¢ Vieron esto? (UNCLASSIFIED)

Edwin E. Mufiz

Field Supervisor

Caribbean Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(W) 787-851-7297

(C) 787-405-3641

{F) 787-851-7440

edwin_muniz@fws.gov

Visit us at htip//www.fws.gov/caribbean/es/

-—- Forwarded by Edwin Muniz/R4/FWS/DOI on 04/27/2011 01:56 PM ——

"Acevedo, Noel SAJ"
<Noel. Acevedo@usace.army. To <Edwin_Muniz@fws.gov>
mil>

04/27/2011 12:34 PM

cC

Subject Fw: ;Vieron esto? (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: FOUQ

Please check, coﬁments please! ! !

NOEL ACEVEDO MENDEZ
ASSISTANT DISTRICT CQOUNSEL
ANTILLES CFFICE

USACE

(787) 729-6876/6877

BB (787) 365-0802 e —
FAX (787) 289-7030

————— Original Message—--—--
From: Pedro Saade [mailto:saadellorensp@micreojuris.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2011 10:04 &AM

To: Acevedo, Noel SAJ

Subject: Fwd: ;Vieron ssto?

http://www.noticel.com/noticia/103%22



Alfred Pantano, jefe

de la divisidén del Cuerpo de Ingeniercs que evalda el gasoducto habléd en
entrevista exclusiva con NotiCel. (Angel Valentin/NotiCel)

Exclusiva NC: Habla el jefe del Cuerpo
de Ingeniercs

Por: Melissa
Soldrzano Garcia 27/04/2011 7:08 am

El tiempo de espera

para la Autoridad de Energia Eléctrica (AEE) pudiera llegar a su fin. Segun
supo NotiCel, el Cuerpo de Ingenieros (USCOFE) se dirige a otorgar en los
proximos meses los permisos que viabilizaran la construccién del
controvertible gasoducto que se extenderia desde el sur al norte de la Isla.

El Corconel Alfred Pantanc, comandante del Cuerpe de Ingeniercs en el distrito
al que responde Puerto Rico —-Jacksonville- asegurd en entrevista exclusiva
con NotiCel que un afio es demasiado tiempo para darle fin a la controversia.

"No, no afios. Estamos hablando de meses. Tenemos responsabilidades de ser
responsives, no podemos arrastrar estas cosas por afios y afoes"", dijo al ser

abordado anoche precisamente tras uwna reunién con el director ejecutive de la
AEE, Miguel Cordero.

En la entrevista, Pantano dijo que el

impacto ambiental de un gasoductc es menor que el de otros proyectos, gque lia
AEE puede hacer trabajos preliminares pero ne construir sin permiso, que
estan conformes con la manera en gue la AEE le ha entregado informacién del
gasoducto, y que la carta reciente de un subalternc a la EPA no fue un regafio
y estuvo a "destiempc".

Desde el pasado noviembre cuando la agencia estatal sometié la propuesta, la
dependencia federal le ha requerido un sinnimero de decumentes por la
cantidad de cuestionamientos que se han levantado. Siete meses después, la
AEE - sin permisos alin- va ha emitido bonos, ha llevado a cabo subastas de
materiales trasbastidores, otorgado contratos a compafiias sin pericia
primaria en gasoductos e invertido unos $27 millones.

"Ellos (AEE) pueden hacer lo que elleos gquieran perc no pueden empezar a
construir. Ellos saben, estdn haciende trabajo preliminar para prepararse.
Ese no me precocupa. Ellos nc pueden comenzar las labores sin el permiso, si
lo hacen tendran graves problemas", apunté Pantano.

Mientras insistié en que las agencias pertinentes seran muy cuidadosas al
darle o negarle el visto bueno final al proyecte, Pantano le resté
importancia al efectc en especies en peligro de extincién y el impacto
ambiental que pudiera tener Via Verde scbre la ruta de 92 millas por la que
atravesaria, incluyendo la cordillera central.

</a/microjuris.com/s/?view=att&th=12£9723e9f878a404attid=0.2&disp=embszw>

Alfred Pantanc (Angel
Valentin/NotiCel)

"Todo eso tiene que ser considerade y pensando en términos de cual sera el



impacto en las especies con la construccidn del gasoducto., Ahora, ten en
mente que los gasoductos son un poco diferente a otro tipo de construcciones.
El impacto a muchas de las areas y de las especies es por corto tiempo. Es
destructivo séle por el tiempo gue se construye pero una vez el trabajo se
termina no es como si tuvieras humanos ocupando el 4drea. Estamos hablando de
excavar, poner la tuberia y tapar el hueco de nuevo. Wo es como si tuvieras
edificios altos, condominios o esas cosas donde hay impacto permanente al
ambiente”, arqumentd.

Por otra parte, negd que la carta que

enviara hace unos dias su agencia a la Agencia de Proteccién Ambiental (EPA)
fuera un regafio por el prematuro endoso condicionado al proyecto. Aun, cuando
el jefe de asuntos regulatorios del Cuerpce de Ingenieros, Donald W. Kinard,
le exigid claramente gue entregara cualguier "informacién privilegiada"

que la AEE le hubiera provisto.

"V¥i las noticias sobre eso en estos dias.

Pienso gque lo sacaron fuera de contexto. Eso fue una carta de nuestro jefe
gue simplemente estaba diciendo gue tenemos un proceso por el que pasamos
para tomar decisiones de nuestros proyectos. Entendemos que la REE esté
consultando con ustedes y eso es normal que lo hagan. Necesitamos la
informacidén gue estén compartiendo con ustedes porque somos los gue tomamos
la decisién porgue sabemos que como cualquier otra agencia estédn trabajando
muy de cerca con los solicitantes. Por cierto, la informacion fue provista a
nosotros justo después de que se enviara la carta asi que creo que el
solicitante estaba en el proceso de proveernos la informacidén de todas
maneras. Asi que crec que la carta de Mr.

Kinard fue a destiempo™, explicd.

En maltiples ocasiones, Pantano recalcéd la excelente comunicacién que ha
mantenido la AEE con las agencias federales durante la larga espera de la
otorgacién del permisc, Sin embargo, ignord las fuertes criticas que han
hecho las comunidades, organizaciones ambientales, cientificos y 1la
ciudadania en general porgque precisamente la agencia ha practicade
publicamente lo contraric, poca transparencia.

"Yo no puedo dar cuenta por lo gque la

AEE ha hecho o ha dejado de hacer. No tengo informacidén sobre su forma de
bregar con los puertorriquefios. Pero si te puedo decir que como solicitantes
del permiso del Cuerpo de TIngenieros han pasade por el proceso
correspondiente y han sometido el permiso de forma propia, consultando con
todas las agencias para poder responder rapidamente a lo que se le solicita”.

Las declaraciones se dieron previo a una cena de la Sociedad Americana de
Ingenieros Militares en un restaurante de El Condado. El funcionario estard
de visita en Puerto Rico hasta el viernes para darle seguimiento al
Departamento de Recursos Naturales y Ambientales y otras agencias
pertinentes, como la AEE, sobre la veintena de proyectos que estan en proceso
y otros en desarrollo. Entre ellos, Via Verde.

El préximo domingo los opositores del
gasoducte celebrarin una marcha gue culminard en una asamblea de pueblo en
Adjuntas. La misma ha sido conveocado por la organizacidn Casa Pueblo,
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