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Dear Chairman LaFleur, ;

As you are aware, PennEast Pipeline Company recently took the significant step of fi]mg its formal applmahon
for this peoject with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). The PennEsst pipeline is of
considerable concern 1o the citizens of Delaware Township and the Borough of Stockton, whom we represent in
the 16" Legislative District,

in light of the formal application filling, we want 1o reiterate our deep concern about the environmental, public
safety and financial impact the proposed pipeline will have on Delaware Township, Borough of Stockton and all
of the affected municipalities. Each of these municipalities have considerable amounts of preserved open space
and farmiand, We owe a duty 1o taxpayers to ensure that development does not harm the integrity of these
environmentally sensitive and previously preserved areas — areas taxpayers have invested in to protect. It is our
hope that FERC will consider with the utrost sensitivity the pipeline’s impact on these preserved farmlands, open
space and the Delaware River watershed.

We respectfully request that FERC do a Programmatic Enviranmental Impact Statement (PEIS) pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act. Reason being, it is crucial for any project of this magnitude to be thoroughly
examined in light of its cumulative impacts. Your examination should require consideration of other pipelines
and pipeline proposals in the surrounding region. We strongly believe that w:thout a PEIS, FERC will not be able
ta fully and accurately understand the pipeline’s impact.

Additionally, the potential use of eminent domain to gain access to the properties of landowners opposed to the
pipeline greatly concerns us. It is our understanding that if PennEast receives its Certificate of Authority, it would
be able to use eminent domain to seize both private property and preserved space for the purposes of gaining
easements for pipeline construction. We urge FERC to act to ensure that PennEast Pipeline Company exhausts all
other efforts in good faith before resorting to eminent domain.

Sustainable energy independence is certainly a key element of our national security. And so, as elected
representatives and policy makers, we welcome and celebrate this country’s current and unprecedented era of
naturai resource exploration, made possible by numerous technological advances specific to oil and natural gas
discovéry and extraction.
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I we svelcome asd celehrate the myriad benefits of this unprecedentod era, it is incumberd vpon us, es duly
elected representatives and policy mekers, 1o also welcome the corresponding challenges specific o the transport
and delivery of oil and matrsl gas, tn siorpler terms, we must be vigfant in ensuring thal bnman heslth and safety
ghil environmental impacts sre uneguivocally first and foremost in considering any pipeline propossl. In addition,
whan it comes 1o balancing business interests with that of affected communities, we must also be vigilant in
snsuring sny pipeline proposal is unequivocally equitable in each and every respect, and that any and ali
alternative pipeline options have been similarly considered.

Regarding the proposed pipeline’s impacts and interests, we offer the following: ' e

. The proposedpipeime grosses at least 18 New Jersey C-1 streams: SR
- 1T g ' Wickecheoke Creek and nine of its tributaries

] Alﬂmukeu Creek and five of its tributaries
s __Ctﬁkmdmmmmmymuamwm

» ’l‘hc pmpmed plpehnc <rosses properties previously purchased and protepted by:
New Jersey Department of Envirenmental Protection Green Aores N

. New.Jersey Dupartment of Agriculture Fai
. Huniterdon Costy S
Delaware Township

- Federal Farm-and Ranch Protection, and
New Jersey Water Supply Authority

Oﬂ'bjﬁb@

» The proposed pipe!ine crosses or effects properties purchased by non-profit land conservation and
protection organizations, including:
o New Jersey Conservation Foundation
o D&KR Greenway
o Hunterdon Land Trust

» The taxpayers of New Jersey, Hunterdon County, and Delaware Township, as well as foundations,
individual donors, and farmers/landowners, have invested approximately $7.4 million to permanently
preserve properties along the pipeline's proposed route

o The proposed pipeline crosses more than 2,000 acres, 169 buildings, and historically significant view
sheds, land use patierns, watersheds and iaudscape; of the Rosemont Ridge Agricultural District, which
e Pesignationin 2 R

area are not natural gas' customem -tlrcy happxly a the 1nvemences of alternative and often more
expensive unregulated energy (e.g., propane and home heating oil) as the price paid for the most desirable of
pastoral seKings.

Also to be seriously considered is land velues in this area are hypersensitive to development in any and afl
forms. In purely financial terms, citizens will, all things considered, experience significant and permanent lost
land value s a result of any plpclmo lranspiemmg the area, where, by the way, no other uti hty easoments exssts.
otherﬂxan electnclteiephone Lot v ly, t) p sting utili ie ares,

easement—relnxed monetary reward or payment will ever truly compensate !andowners for that which will forever
altered by a pipeline.
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As for the proposed route, it is quite curious that the pipeline scems to almost exclusively intersect previously
preserved famnland. Lot ws supgest thet developing a pipeline along this route ia driven purely by compaoy sei-
nterest and akin, for exumple, 1o boilding soler arrays on previously preserved farmland, which hes been
cverwhelmingly rejected by the populace and banned by New Jersey’s State Agricuiture Development Board.

To address the substantive congaras detailed herein and effectively represent our stunl constituents, we ask that
you Yeverage your authority to advocate for alternative options Tor the transport and defivery of ntitural gas 1o New
}mey ’mﬂ, in so doiag, coordinate a plan-of-action that stops development of the PennEast Pipeline.

. Mwmmfmhhngttﬁtmmmﬁﬂly sonsider the sontevs of this letter and for your conticwed
I enxagemem with ﬂwmumty and us on this issue. 'We Jook forward to I‘nllowmg-up with your ofﬁme

Sincerely yours,

o

Senator Christopher
‘Kip’ Bateman

Assemblyman Jack M. Ciattaretli Assemblywomean Donng Simon

Senator Corey Booker
Congressman Donald Norcross
Congressinan Frank LoBiondo
Congressman Tom MacArthur
Congressman Christopher “Chris™ Smith
Congressman Scott Garrett
Congressman Frank Pallone Jr.
Congressman Leonard Lance
Congressman Albio Sires
Congressman Bilt Pascrell Jr.

. Congressman Donald Payne Jr.
Congressman Rodney Frelinghuysen
Congresswoman Bonnic Watson Coleman
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