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OPINION

Broadwater's Terminal Plan
November 5, 2006 
 

The Coast Guard's review of Broadwater Energy's proposal to moor a
gargantuan liquefied natural gas terminal in the middle of Long Island Sound
concludes that the project could be done if Broadwater takes steps to
"responsibly manage risks to navigation safety and security." Days later,
officials for Broadwater, a joint venture of TransCanada Corp. and Shell, issue
assurances that they always meant to provide security without burdening state
or local taxpayers.

The problem is that Broadwater and the Coast Guard define the issues of
security and cost too narrowly.

Broadwater's proposal
would increase the
region's dependence on
foreign sources of fuel.
How does that
strengthen national
security? In addition,
natural gas already
accounts for too large a
share of the Northeast's
fuel supplies, making the
region vulnerable to the
whims of the global
market. Expanding that
dependence on natural
gas for heating and
generating electricity will
increase the region's
exposure to volatile
energy prices and
threaten its long-term

UTILITIES

  E-mail story 
  Most e-mailed stories

  Printer-friendly
version

MORE HEADLINES

 Wi-Fi Still  Has A Few

Kinks

 Secret Juror Checks

Disturbing

 Keep Students Safe

 Bold Bra Crusaders

 The War's True Costs

RELATED



11/06/2006 12:00 PMcourant.com | Broadwater's Terminal Plan

Page 2 of 3http://www.courant.com/news/opinion/hc-broadwater.artnov05,0,5611159.story

Lose 20 lbs for Fall!
As Seen on 60 Minutes: Hoodia Diet Patch Stops
Hunger! Free Trial!
www.curbyourcravings.com/hoodia

Free Estate Planning Packet
A Will Is Not Enough. Sign-Up To Get Five Of Our
Vital Reports.
A.G. Edwards

AARP Auto Insurance.
Over 50? You could save up to $350 on your auto
insurance. Get a quote
http//AARP.TheHartford.com

Browse Ads

View Page 1

Media Kit

Services

threaten its long-term
economic stability.

Broadwater's bid to
maintain the energy
status quo would have
the added effect of
undermining efforts at
conservation, the best
and most direct path to
long-term economic
security and cleaner air.

Broadwater submitted
its application under the
Energy Independence
Act of 2005. The law gives the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission authority
to override states in deciding the location of such energy facilities. At 1,200 feet
long and 180 feet wide, this terminal will be bigger than the Queen Mary 2. If
approved, it will serve as a symbol of the federal government's willingness to
trample states' rights for short-sighted energy policies.

It would also set an ugly precedent for the further industrialization of a national
treasure. Long Island Sound, the country's second-largest estuary, has been the
focus of years of efforts (and billions of dollars) at environmental cleanup and
reclamation.

Finally, it seems that every day, the body of scientific evidence linking fossil-
fuel consumption and deforestation to global warming grows. A report released
recently by the British government on the economics of climate change warned
that, barring an international commitment to cutting fossil-fuel consumption,
the world could face a decline in productivity on a scale not witnessed since the
Great Depression.

The threat to our globe is real. The question before us - now - is whether to
continue blindly following the status quo to disaster or to push for change.

The Coast Guard concludes the Broadwater project can be done in a way that
minimizes its hazards to public safety and navigation. But such conclusions
don't address the broader question of whether this should be done; whether,
as a matter of national energy policy, Broadwater is in the region's best long-
term economic and environmental interests.

It's not.

 
Interact with The Courant:

> Email Reader Rep. Karen Hunter with comments. 
> Visit Karen's daily Blog. 
> View today's corrections. 
> Contact a reporter. 
> Subscribe to The Courant. 
> Buy Courant photos. 
> Request reprints/permissions.
> Search our archives from 1764-1949 and 1992-2006.



11/06/2006 12:00 PMcourant.com | Broadwater's Terminal Plan

Page 3 of 3http://www.courant.com/news/opinion/hc-broadwater.artnov05,0,5611159.story

Ads by Google

The Center for LNG
Learn how liquefied natural gas is helping meet
our energy needs.
www.lngfacts.org

Affordable Energy
Learn how we can reduce dependency on foreign
oil with clean coal!
www.LearnAboutCoal.org

Nuclear Energy Myths
Why nuclear power won't free us from foreign oil
or dirty air.
www.foreignpolicy.com

Refill at home with Phill
A home refueling appliance for natural gas
vehicles.
environmentology.honda.com

The Next Oil Boom
See who's pumping cash by making oil for
$13.21. And selling for $59
www.investmentu.com

> Search our archives from 1764-1949 and 1992-2006.
 

» Courant.com 

» About Us

» Contact Us

» Advertise Online 

» Privacy Policy 

» Terms Of Service

» Shopping

» Jobs 

» Cars

» Real Estate

» Classified

» Entertainment

 courant.com is Copyright © 2006 by The Hartford Courant

Partners: CareerBuilder.com for Jobs | Cars.com for Autos | Apartments.com for Rentals | ShopLocal.com for Shopping|

FSBO | Grocery Coupons


