Ms. Kimberly Bose o FECEE ‘:,‘N‘_? A tFﬁgS\CH
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission REGUL A =
Office of the Secretary

888 1st Street, NE

Washington, DC 20428

Re: Docket No. CP15-558: Comments Regarding PennEast Pipeline Project
Dear Ms. Bose

The Delaware Riverkeeper Network submits the attached comment by first class US mail as the FERC file
system will not allow it to be submitted electronically. Please post to the FERC docket for the PennEast
Pipeline (docket CP15-558) and note it is an attachment to a Delaware Riverkeeper Network Comment.

Thank you,
Moo e vou Rem—

Maya K. van Rossum
the Delaware Riverkeeper

DeLawaRE RIVERKEEPER NETWORK
925 Canal Street, Suite 370|
Bristol, PA 19007

Office: (215) 369-1188

foc  (215)369-1181
dr@delawareriverkeeper.org
www.delawareriverkeeperorg
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DELAWARE RIVERKEEPER NETWORK
925 Canal Street, Suite 3701

Bristol, PA 19007

215-369-1188

www.delawareriverkeeper.org

The Delaware Riverkeeper Network champions the
rights of our communities to a Delaware River and
tributary streams that are free-flowing, clean and
healthy.

The Delaware Riverkeeper Network gives voice, strength and protec-

tion to the communities and waterways of the Delaware River. Through
independent advocacy, and the use of accurate facts, science and law, DRN
works to ensure the rich and healthy future that can only exist with a clean,
healthy and free flowing river system.

The Delaware Riverkeeper Network is unique in that it is founded upon the
expectation of personal and community responsibility for river protection,
as personified by the Delaware Riverkeeper. DRN is the only grassroots
advocacy organization that operates watershed-wide and empowers com-
munities with the engaged interaction and information needed to succeed in
protecting our River and region now and into the future.
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Achieving Higher Quality Restoration Along Pipeline Rights-of-Way: An Over-
view of Pipeline Construction Impacts with Recommendations for Reducing Envi-
ronmental Damage

Leslie Sauer

SUMMARY

For decades, pipeline construction has received limited oversight with minimal demands on construction practices, except
at 8 few sites such as wetlands. Regulation is inadequate and, unfortunately, government agencies, in an effort to foster
infrastructure development, have often reduced permitting requirements and costs without considering the environmental
and community impacts of these decisions. Pipeline routes often intentionally target natural areas, such as state parks,
forests and other wildlands. Over time, pipeline rights-of-way have become wider which magnifies the harms inflicted on
both ecological and human communities. With no federal, state, or local regulatory agency tasked with evaluating the full
impact of individual pipeline projects or the additive effect of multiple pipeline projects, cumulative impacts of pipeline
projects are largely ignored. Also, the opportunity for public participation occurs long after the time when proposed pipe-
line routes or proposed construction can be affected.

Current pipeline construction practices, as well as longer term right-of-way management, impact both terrestrial and
aquatic ecosystems and can result in impacts to surface water and ground water quality. The pipeline construction process
often entails unnecessary environmental damage. Loss of vegetation and soil compaction are more obvious, but landscape-
scale changes to the watershed are occurring without acknowledgement or mitigation. Moreover, forest fragmentation and
edge effect are being ignored. Seven key changes could dramatically reduce the damage to forests and watersheds from
pipeline construction: Better enforcement and compliance; More comprehensive baseline assessment; Higher compensa-
tion for damages; Narrower rights-of-way; Better methods to reduce compaction; More effective stabilization and restora-
tion; and Better monitoring and management.
Introduction provides an overview of the impacts of pipeline con-
struction, examines the changes in pipeline construc-

The network of underground gas pipelines in this
country is extensive and growing, especially with
the energy industry pushing to move more gas from
unconventional drilling wells to market. Pipeline sit-
ing, construction and management threaten both the
ecological and human communities that they pass
through, over and under, yet regulation of pipelines is
limited with little opportunity for public input as to the
paths they take or how they will be constructed. Cur-
rently, no federal, state, or local regulatory agency is
tasked with evaluating the cumulative impacts of nat-
ural gas pipeline projects and associated infrastruc-
ture construction. Furthermore, the common practice
by pipeline companies of segmenting large interstate
pipeline projects into smaller projects allows them to
avoid more thorough review and controls. However,
simple changes in pipeline siting and construction
practices could dramatically reduce the damage to
forests and watersheds from pipeline construction. In
the Delaware River watershed, the Delaware River
Basin Commission (DRBC) has the power to conduct
cumulative reviews for pipeline projects, at least for
that portion of the project that is within the bound-
aries of the Delaware River watershed. This paper

tion and management that could lessen impacts, and
identifies the regulations that could be adopted by
a government body like the DRBC to better protect
both our ecological and human communities.

Unnecessary Harms Caused by Insufficient Regu-
lation, Poor Right-of-Way Planning, and Failure
to Consider Cumulative Impacts

The demands of pipeline construction and operation
influence selection of pipeline right-of-way planning,
but the selection process often fails to consider the
full cost of individual pipelines or the additive effect
of multiple pipelines. Moreover, opportunities for the
public to influence pipeline selection in order to pro-
tect ecological or human communities are limited.

Pipeline routes often intentionally target natural areas

Cost is always a significant factor in pipeline route
selection. Publicly protected open space is often a
first target when pipeline routes are being selected
because the cost to acquire access to construct a pipe-
line through public lands is typically less and often
brings with it less opposition (when taken on the
whole).
















































Opposite page, clockwise from top: Looking east toward the Kittatinny Ridge from Ridge Road in High Point State Park, New Jersey, J. Zenes; DRN
staff person documents construction of a pipeline ROW where pipes have been bent 1o go under Sawmill Road in High Point State Park, J. Zenes;

A stream in the upper Delaware River watershed, F. Zerbe; Protest displaying wood from mature irees cut for a pipeline ROW, F. Zerbe; Sediment
overwhelms erosion controls, J. Zenes
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