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January 13, 2009 

Mz. Joseph T. Kelh'her 

Federal Energy R.¢gul~ory Comm~on  
888 First Street, NE 
W ~ d n ~ o ~  D.C. 20426 

Dear Chairman Kellihe~. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission is scheduled to meet on Janaary 15, 2009, to 
issue a license for the Liquefied Natural Gas project at Sparrows Point, Marylmul. 
FERC's actions go agaimt the wishes of many citizem of Maryland, the Governor, the 
Baltimore County Executive and Mmnbe~ of  the ~ delegation and we ask 
thin ~ u  delay ~ a~tion until the Obama A ~ o n  can review the se~Jrity a~l 
enviroranen~ c~me~m. 

FERC has moved quickly, and in doing so has dismim~ ¢avironmental and security 
concerns ~hat staround this project, ffthese concerns are not fully addressed, this project 
should not move forward. 

To servi~ the Sparrow's Point LNG facility, LNG tankers would have to travel through 
the narrowest portions of the C~esapeake Bay, under the Bay Bridge, through heavily 
used o o o m ~ a l  f ~ n 8  and recreational boalmg areas, to the mouth of the Port of  
Baltimore. This is a dem~y populated area that is less than two miles away from the - 
residential neighborhoods ofDundalk, 1'um~'s Station, and Edgemere, home to 65,000 
Marylanders. Based upon its review of AES' waterway suitability Ms~mnem for the 
Che~peake Bay, the U.S. Coast Guard found in 2008 that the Bay is not currently 
suitable, but could be made saitable for the type and frequency of LNG marine traffic 
~ o c i x t ~  with th~ Wopmed Sl~Tow's Point Tinning. The Coast Guani found the 
watt'way un~itabl= bccau~ the measures proposed by AES to mitigate the risks 
asso~a~ed with LNG tnmsits in the Bay were inadequa~ because the port oommunity 
"currently does not have m'flicient resources available to implement the safety and 
security measures necessary to respo~bly manage the maritime safety and security 
risks," and beumse AES did not e x p l ~  how it would m.~ze that edequate :esowu~ 
would be made available. Further, the Coast Guard indicated that AES must develop a 
formal Transit Management Plan that details these measur~ that would be implemented 
to mitigate the risks emociated with LNG tanker transits through the Bay. To date, a final 
Transit Management Plan has not been developed end there is no fonnd indication from 
the Corn G~ '~  either that AES has proposed measur~ adeq~te to mitigate the risks 
associated with LNG tank~ transits in the Bay or that adequate t ~ o ~  necessary to 
implement ~hese risk r~t~,~on memurm have been put in place in the Bay. 
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Pase 2 
Clu6zz== KeUiher 

addison to security, there =re also ¢once~s about the environmental impact of the 
project. In a letter dated January 6, 2009, the U.S. Department of the Interior 
xecommended FI~C postpone the de~ision, stating, "Tt~ere =re ~ a n s w e ~  que~ons 
mimed to the federally listed, endangered, and gneateaed spe~es that may be affected by 
t i~  project." If ~ t e d ,  the LNG f ~ t y  w o ~  be loc, t t ~  i ,  =a =wironmentalJy 
sensitive axea o f~e  Chesapeake Bay. 

The federal government needs to be a responsible partner. We believe the rec~t 
zeoommmdation for delay by the Department of the Interim, to~qh= with the strong 
security concerns, warrant a delay. We ask FERC to delay az3y finlher deciaions on this 
project un~l the Obema ~dmieJstration has examined ~ facts and investigated the 
concert= of  the citizens of MaryLand. Thank you for you~ tm~e and c, oasideration in this 
matt~. 

Sincerely, 

 a.c 


