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Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

888 First Street, NE  
Washington, DC 20426                                       
 
December 5, 2016 

 

Re: PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC Docket No. CP15-558-000 

Comments of AMC on Supplemental Filings of the Applicant 
 

Dear Secretary Bose,  
 

The Appalachian Mountain Club (AMC) is a non-profit organization whose mission is to “promote the 
protection, enjoyment, and understanding of the mountains, forests, waters, and trails of the Appalachian 
region.” The protection of our outdoor resources is of great importance to our over 200,000 members and 
supporters, who reside largely in the Northeast, including New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 
 

On July 22nd, 2016, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) prepared a Draft Environmental 
Statement (DEIS or Draft EIS) for the PennEast Pipeline Company (the project or the applicant).  
 

The Appalachian Mountain Club submitted extensive comments on the DEIS. Subsequent data requests were 
made by FERC to the Applicant as a result of the comments of AMC and other interested parties after the 
close of the public comment period on the DEIS. On November 8, 2016, FERC issued a Notice of Revised 
Schedule for Environmental Review of The PennEast Pipeline Project in which FERC indicated that newly 
affected landowners may comment by December 5, 2016. AMC submits the following comments and seeks to 
comments further in the future.  
 
AMC notes that a number of filings by the Applicant related to resources of interest to AMC are dated 
November 7, 2016, November 23, 2016 and November 28, 2016. In these filings, the applicant provides 
additional information regarding the preferred route crossing of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, as well 
as information regarding the alternatives for this crossing. AMC has requested information regarding the 
crossing location, crossing technology, and alternative crossing locations as early as in the pre-filing docket, 
yet much of this information has only recently been made available, of concern to AMC.   
 
The Applicant discussed these materials related to assessing the impacts of the project’s preferred 
Appalachian National Scenic Trail crossing on a November 29, 2016 conference call in which AMC participated. 
On the November 29, 2016 conference call, feedback on these materials was offered by AMC and other 
parties, including the Appalachian Trail Conservancy and the National Park Service. The Applicant has 
indicated progress in revising these materials as a result of feedback received, including the viewshed analysis 
maps submitted as part of the requested data request.  
 



 

 

AMC is unable to provide detailed responses and comments to the information filed since the close of the 
public comment period on the DEIS, as some materials were filed as recently as November 27, 2017, and, it is 
apparent that information specifically related to the review of impacts to the Appalachian National Scenic Trail 
continues to change, and therefore, related mitigation strategies that may be appropriate to address those 
impacts, have not yet been discussed by the applicant or FERC.  
 
Appalachian National Scenic Trail Route Change Comments 
 
After the conclusion of the public comment period on the DEIS, the Applicant submitted Deviation No. P-1503 
which proposes a new location for the Appalachian National Scenic Trail crossing.  
 
AMC reiterates that a new right-of-way across the Appalachian National Scenic Trail is a condition that we 
seek to avoid. The previous and current proposed crossing locations would create a new right-of-way crossing.  
 
AMC recognizes that the applicant proposes to drill horizontally underneath the Appalachian National Scenic 
Trail corridor, though AMC asserts that the applicant has not demonstrated the geo-technical feasibility of this 
crossing plan and therefore, there is no assurance provided that this crossing will be constructed as planned, 
and that an open trench construction method will not be utilized. As proposed, it is possible that the applicant 
will utilize an open trench crossing of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail in a location that is not currently 
impaired by an existing crossing, if it is deemed that a directional drilling technology is not feasible. This is of 
serious concern to AMC.  
 
Alternatives Presented by the Applicant for the Appalachian National Scenic Trail Crossing Lack Credibility 
 
In the applicant’s response to comments dated October 13, 2016 (Accession Number: 20161013-5008), it is 
stated: “NEPA does not require an agency to prepare detailed analysis and comprehensive crossing plans for 
crossing locations that it has already determined to be unreasonable.” 
 
AMC has shown that alternative crossing locations presented by AMC and other stakeholders are not 
unreasonable. AMC suggests that the applicant has proposed alternatives and related crossing techniques in a 
manner that makes these alternatives unreasonable, a condition that concerns AMC.  
 
AMC has suggested that the Buckeye West and East alternatives, as well as others, may be practicable 
alternatives that would minimize the project’s impact on the Appalachian National Scenic Trail. The applicant 
has seemingly suggested that this location is “unreasonable” because they have proposed a trenchless 
crossing (20161123-5007 p4), but this particular crossing technology would not be practicable because the 
right-of-way contains a product pipeline.  
 
AMC finds this approach flawed. The applicant should not suggest alternatives and crossing techniques that 
are inherently unreasonable and cannot be constructed as planned. The applicant should have suggested an 
open trench crossing for the Buckeye location, adjacent to or within the existing, clear-cut right-of-way as this 
appears to be the only practical construction method for this alternative.  
 
The National Environmental Policy Act process requires a hard-look at alternatives. Presenting alternatives 
that are inherently unreasonable fails this test.  AMC suggests that the Buckeye co-location alternative be 
updated to reflect an open trench crossing, and that the other alternatives proposed be further evaluated to 
ensure their constructability first and foremost. Only then can alternatives be considered that minimize 
impacts to the Appalachian National Scenic Trail while also meeting the project purpose.  



 

 

Call for Extended Public Comment Period and Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 
 

AMC requests that the public comment period established through December 5, 2016, be extended at least 30 
days from the date of the completion of the viewshed analysis and related documents that the applicant is 
currently working to update, as well as after the date of filing any other materials related to the Appalachian 
National Scenic Trail crossing. Additionally, AMC requests that a thorough alternatives analysis of reasonable 
alternatives be completed and filed on the docket as soon as practicable.  

AMC requests that the Commission prepare a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement under 23 CFR 
771.130, such that AMC and the public can be provided an opportunity to review all materials and changes 
submitted since the close of the public comment on the DEIS as well as to comment on portions of the DEIS 
that remain deficient, before a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Record of Decision is 
reached. AMC has suggested herein a number of deficiencies of the DEIS and supplemental filings, such as 
through the introduction of alternatives that appear to be presented as not constructible. In addition to newly 
impacted landowners, AMC is concerned that the route change of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail was 
proposed after the close of the public comment period on the DEIS, a condition that has significantly limited 
public participation in regards to commenting on the portion of the project proposing to cross a unit of the 
National Park Service, eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.  

 
 
AMC seeks to provide additional comments, especially related to the Appalachian National Scenic Trail 
crossing and alternatives, when additional information is available.  
 

Thank you for your attention regarding the comments of the Appalachian Mountain Club. Please feel free to 
contact me at your convenience.  
 

Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Mark Zakutansky 
Mid-Atlantic Policy Manager 
Appalachian Mountain Club 
 
 


