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MS. YEANY: W just wanted to go on
the record and say we are going to wait a few
nm nutes and kick things off at 4:15. W have the
roomuntil about 6:30, so we'll start our
presentation in about 10 minutes. |In the neantine,
there's maps in the back if you'd like to exani ne
the route, and there are copies of the Power Point

presentation that we are going to give today.

Thanks.

(A discussion takes place off the
record.)

MS. YEANY: W are going to go on the
record. | won't ask if people can here ne, because
| can hear nyself in the back of the room |I'm

Judeth Yeany fromthe Green Acres program here at
the DEP. |'mgoing to give an overvi ew of why we
are here today.

Up in front we have sone DEP
representatives, who I'll introduce in a mnute, and
some representatives of the Tennessee Gas Pipeline
project who will give us an overvi ew of the project.
I"'mwith the Bureau of Legal Services and
Stewardship with the Green Acres program and a | ot
of you know our program because we acquire |and on

behal f of the State to be added to our state parks
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and forest and wildlife nmanagenent areas. Wat we
al so do is when people conme to DEP to ask to acquire
rights in those properties, we assist the divisions
in working their way through those requests.

So the reason we are here today is
that we have a request pending fromthe Tennessee
Gas Pipeline Conmpany -- is this too |oud? W have a
request pendi ng from Tennessee Gas Pi pel i ne Conpany
to | ease right-of-way through several state parks
for the purpose of installing a 30-inch natural gas
transni ssion pipeline parallel to an existing gas
pi peline that's been in the park since the 1950s.

Tennessee Gas refers to this project
as the Northeast Upgrade Project, and as it's
currently proposed, portions of the project would
cross High Point State Park in Mntague Townshi p,
Long Pond Iron Wrks Park in R ngwood Borough and
West M Iford, and R ngwood State Park in Ri nhgwood
Bor ough and Mahwah Township. As | nentioned,
there's a pipeline in the ground in all these
locations. It was installed in 1954 under a 50-year
easenment that was granted by the predecessor agency
to the DEP. That easenent has expired but it was
repl aced by a 20-year |ease that allows the conpany

to maintain the pipeline in place.
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At this point we are being asked to
| ease additional right-of-way to the conpany to
allow for the construction of this new line parallel
to the existing line. The reason that we are
conducting this public hearing is we have a process
we have to foll ow whenever sonebody asks us to
convey property, and the statute defines the
conveyance as a pernmanent transfer of nore than an
acre or | eases of 25 years or nore.

So when we get a request of that
nature, we have a process that we have to follow and
it's a fairly detailed one, and it involves first
that we have to analyze the transaction and wite a
report for public reviewlisting the pros and cons
and advant ages and di sadvant ages of the transacti on.
We released that report in July, and it's been
posted on Green Acres' website. W can give you
informati on about howto find it. And we have
al ready conducted two | ocal hearings on this
project, one of them was August 17th in Mntague
Townshi p and the second one was August 18th in
Ri ngwood Borough. So we are al so required by the
statute to have a hearing here in Trenton, and this
will be the third of the three public hearings that

we are going to conduct on this project. 1In the
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event the project receives all other approvals that
are needed, and there are quite a few other
approval s that are needed for the project, in the
event it receives all other approvals, the question
before us is whether we would agree to the conpany's
request to enter into this |lease to use this
property.

Sonme of you nay know that the
construction of intrastate natural gas transm ssion
pipelines is regulated by a federal agency known as
the Federal Energy Regul atory Conmi ssion or the
FERC, and Tennessee had applied to FERC back in the
spring for what's called a certificate of public
conveni ence and necessity to obtain approval to
construct the project. |If a certificate is issued,
it would represent an approval by FERC of both the
route of the project and a verification that the
federal agency believes there's a need for the
proj ect.

So one of the things we've been
trying to make clear is that we don't have
jurisdiction over the route necessarily, although we
are a participant in the FERC process and are
certainly expressing concerns to FERC about aspects

of the route that cause us concerns as far as the
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areas that we regulate, but in the end we don't
approve the route, and we do not nake a finding of
whet her there's a need for the project. So for this
project to be constructed, the certificate would
have to be issued. FERC woul d rmake those findi ngs
about the route and the need for the project and
would still require any other state, federal, |oca
approval s that woul d be needed for a project of this
nature. The certificate doesn't exenpt the project
fromany of those approvals, and there are other DEP
approval s that would be needed for this project,

nost notably through our | and use program but we
are not here specifically today to tal k about those
approval s except as they might ultinately affect the
| ease that we would enter into for the property.

So, as | said, we are participating
in the FERC process. W've certainly nmade filings
wi th FERC expressing related concerns about this
project, and we woul d encourage you to participate
in that process to express your concerns about the
need for the project or the route. But in the end,
if the project gets the federal approval and gets
all the other approvals, the question that we are
here to discuss today is whether we should enter

into this | ease.
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So we are going to have the conpany
gi ve an overview of the project as far as the
specific route and the acreages that they are
proposing to use. One of the things | wanted to
nmention is just kind of a term nology issue which is
that when you see the slides, they will be referring
to permanent right-of-way for the project, but we
are proposing to lease this to them W are not
proposing to sell it to them or permanently convey
tothem |It's the term nol ogy.

You' || al so hear discussion about
tenporary work space which would not be included in
the | ease request but would be handl ed by us under a
separate docunent called a right of entry. |'m
trying to think, so | have with ne today Rich
Boor nazi an, admi ni strator of the G een Acres
program and we have other DEP representatives in
t he audi ence who are available to answer questions
that night cone up about other aspects of the
proj ect.

I'"mgoing to turn this over to
Melissa Dettling from Tennessee Gas to introduce the
ot her conpany representatives to give an overvi ew of
the project. | will talk at the end before we open

it up to public comments about the proposed
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conpensation for the | ease and how we approach that
for this project.

Anyt hing el se you want nme to nmention
before | turn it over? kay.

MS. DETTLING |I'mgoing to stay here
if that works. Can everyone hear ne in the back
there? Just let nme knowif | need to speak up any
nore. My nanme is Melissa Dettling. |'mthe
envi ronnental project nanager from Tennessee Gas
Pi pel i ne worki ng on the Northeast Upgrade Project.
Here with nme is Penny Paul who's at the end, and she
i s our stakehol der outreach coordinator. W've got
Jerry Creel, who is our project manager, and Dan
Gredvig, who's our | and project manager.

So we are going to go through a
project overview and a few other things. W are
going to go over sonme of the itens that are in our
application and then we'll open it up to questions.
If we do have questions, because we have a court
reporter here, we'll ask that you try and speak
slowy, state your nane, spell your l|ast nane for
her so she can get it in the record for you, but
| eading into that, I'mgoing to turn it over to
Penny Paul to start out the presentation and I'I]

pi ck up fromthere.
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MS. PAUL: Thanks, Melissa. Can we
have the next slide? As Melissa said, |'mthe
st akehol der outreach coordi nator for Tennessee Gas
Pi pel i ne. Tennessee Gas Pipeline is a wholly owned
subsidiary of the El Paso Corporation. El Paso
Cor poration provides natural gas and rel ated energy
products in a safe, efficient, and dependabl e
manner .

The Tennessee Gas Pipeline system
spans over 13,000 niles and we have over 90 billion
cubic feet of working gas storage. The pipeline
spans fromthe Mexican border up to the Canadi an
border, and we supply markets throughout the
Nort heast including major nmetropolitan cities in New
York, New Jersey and Boston, the Mdatlantic and the
Sout heast. W have over 50 years of experience in
pi pel i ne system desi gn, construction and operati on,
and we are prepared to neet the demands of a grow ng
nmarket with the integrity and conmitnent to service
that has made us one of the safest, nost reliable
pipelines in the United States.

This slide shows which our research
has shown, which is consistent with research by
i ndustry associ ations and that of the federa

government, that over the next ten years there wll
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be an increase in demand for natural gas, especially
inthis area. This slide shows in New Jersey
specifically over the next ten years there will be a
demand of between 400 million and 500 million cubic
feet, the high end of that span representing peak
nmont hs.

The benefits of our project, right
now t he Northeast gas storage struggles to neet peak
day winter requirenents and strains regiona
pi peline capacity. This project will help alleviate
strain on infrastructure and provide access to
nat ural gas supplies across the country. Access to
i ncreased supply will provide supply liability,
diversification, price and conpetition which will
benefit Northeast consumers.

As was nentioned before, the federal
energy regul atory conmi ssion requires we show
conmpel ling public need. It is our position that we
neet that need by transporting natural gas to neet
i ncreasi ng demand for energy in the Northeastern
U S. The project will help alleviate demand by
i ncreasing pipeline capacity to the high-demand
markets in this area. The project will also assist
with the Federal Energy Regul atory Conmi ssion's goal

of providing nore natural gas to narkets by

10
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11
provi di ng access to natural gas supplies in the
Nort heast supply area. Natural gas is a cl eaner
source of fuel than either coal or petroleum and
this project is consistent with New Jersey Energy
Mast er Pl an.

I"'mgoing to turn it over to Melissa
Dettling.

MS. DETTLING Judeth wanted to say a
coupl e nore things.

MS. YEANY: Before Melissa gets into
the details of the project, | wanted to nention
somet hing just as far as our conceptual approach to
this project. Sone of you are aware that in 2010
there was an approval the Departnent issued for a
project known as the 300 Line Project, and it's
currently under construction in North Jersey. When
the conmpany canme to us for the Northeast Upgrade
Project and we started di scussi ng whether we woul d
| ease additional right-of-way to them we tried to
set up a framework for this project to nake clear
that we wanted themto take advantage of al
possi bl e opportunities to both avoid the use of
state property and where that can't be avoided to
nmnimze the inpacts on the state property.

So one of the things Melissa wll
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tal k about, and you'll see in the diagram is that
the conmpany is considering ways to do that. The
nunbers, as | nmentioned the conpany has al ready
filed for a certificate with FERC, and to do that
they needed to lay out a proposed route and to
speci fy what the acreage would be that woul d be
associated with that route. So the nunbers you will
see on these slides do represent what we woul d
consider to be a worst case scenari o, because they
are based on FERC filing prior to us asking the
conmpany to exani ne avoi dance and nininization, so we
do fully expect that the nunmbers in any final |ease
if we do approve this at the end of the of the day
woul d be lower than in the current FERC filing, but
until such tinme as we pin down avoi dance and
nmnimzation and the conpany actually amends its
filing with FERC, we are relying on the nunbers in
the FERC filing, so, again, we consider any nunbers
that are discussed today to be a worst case
scenario. W did calcul ate proposed conpensation
based on those nunmbers, but we fully expect themto
change before we woul d ever execute a |lease with the
conmpany, and that's sonething that as we go through
this process, if we do agree to |ease this area and

if the nunmbers are anmended, we would certainly share

12
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13
that information prior to obtaining any approval s
for the project.

So I"Il turn it over to Melissa for
just an overview of the project.

MS. DETTLING Thank you. Let me go
into the project description for the Northeast
Upgrade Project. Here is a nmap that shows, the map
that Penny Paul showed before showed the entire
natural system for Tennessee Gas Pipeline. This is
the pipeline systemthat is shown here in blue is
existing. It's referred to as the 300 Line for
Tennessee Gas. The boxes that you see al ong that
system are existing conpressor stations that
Tennessee Gas operates. The -- they are lines along
there that are double blue lines which are areas
where the pipeline systemhas already been or is
currently being | ooped for another pipeline project.

There's a pipeline project referred
to as the 300 Line Project which is currently under
construction, and it had proposed approxi mtely
120 -- well, it is building 127 miles of pipeline
| oopi ng of that system through Pennsyl vania and New
Jersey currently. The areas that are shown in red
on this map are the pipeline | oops that are being

proposed for this separate project, which is the
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14
Nort heast Upgrade Project. There's approximtely,
let's see, 39.6 mles for the entire project, but
only a portion of that is in New Jersey, so if you
see up here the pipeline | oops, that segnment's shown
in red. The conpressor stations that are shown in a
pal e green are existing. The conpressor stations
that are shown in pale green up there are existing.
We are not proposing to build any conpressor
stations, but we'll be doing upgrades or
nodi fications at those systens to assist with the
i ncreased capacity of the systemthat will result
fromthe | ooping of the red segnments of pipe that
you can see.

The pipeline loops that we are
proposi ng are nunbered as they fall downstream of
the existing conpressor stations, so if you read in
our reports that they have a nunbered | oop which is
for exanple Loop 323 or 325, those are pipeline |oop
segnents that fall downstreamas we refer to it from
our existing conpressor station, so Loop 323 that's
bei ng proposed for the Northeast Upgrade Project is
approximately 16 miles, and seven of that | believe
is in New Jersey. Am|l right with that? Yes. It
crosses the state boundary there.

Then Loop 325, which is the 7.6 mles
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shown to the furthest west is referred to as Loop
325 that we are proposing, and there's a triangle
there at the end which is an existing neter station,
Mahwah meter station, that we are proposing

nodi fications at as well.

The project is scheduled to be in
service Novenber 1, 2013 if it were to be approved,
and, as Penny had stated before, it's proposing an
i ncremental volunme of capacity of 636,000 decat herns
a day of natural gas capacity. Pipeline |ooping, as
you'll hear us referring to, there is an existing
pi peline system as | stated. Now, we do a review
of exactly the capacity that's needed for adjusted
project that's being proposed and we | ook at where
the best areas are that we can add either pipeline
conpression or looping to increase capacity and al so
reduce environnmental inpacts by building a new
pi peline within an existing corridor that Tennessee
Gas al ready naintains.

So to do that, we will tie into the
exi sting systemon one end of the pipeline |oop and
the new loop will run parallel to and adjacent,
sharing a portion of the existing easenment with the
existing system So you'll have two lines that are

parallel, adjacent. This is being proposed as an

15
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of fset of approximately 25 feet, and it will tie
into the existing systemon either end if there's
not another loop that's there for it to tie into.

It allows nore gas to run through that area by
paral l eling and running through the system and then
tying back in right where the delivery points are.
Here's a nodel that shows a typica
pi pel i ne construction sequence. W'I| discuss in
the reports different project construction
activities that nay require different work space
needs or timng needs, and so this just gives you an
idea. The ideal pipeline construction process would
be a sequential process where the crews can nove
t hrough one followi ng the other doing surveys,
staki ng, clearing, grading, things of that nature,
all in an order, and it goes through the way that we
woul d inspect the pipe, put it in the ground,
restore it. It also -- this is a good depiction and
you can see in the back as well because it gives you
an i dea when we are di scussing work space needs and
why we need the work space that we do, where we need
to put soil set off to the side, where the equi prment
needs to work and al so where we need to have safe
| anes for travel along the equipnent as well.

The next slide just gives you a
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general project tineline. As Judy stated we are in
the FERC process. W are regulated by them W
entered into a pre-filing process with FERC and
we've -- we are well into the pre-filing process and
have filed our actual certificate application in
March of this year. That's being reviewed. FERC
will then prepare an environnental assessnent which
we are anticipating for themto issue this fall
W' ve requested a certificate if granted to be
i ssued in January of 2012 which would allow us to
comence construction in fall of 2012 and get in
service in Novenber of 2013.

Now t hrough the FERC process, we do
our own environnmental analysis. Wen we subnit a
certificate application to FERC, we prepare resource
reports which show the analysis of field work and
studi es that we've done. W issue that to FERC
They do a review of it and then nake a determ nation
of their own environnental assessnent of our data,
so throughout the entire FERC pre-filing process,
we' ve been neeting with agencies, doing field work,
consulting with agencies and | and owners and ot hers
to get input on the project.

Ckay, now we are going to go into the

Nort heast Upgrade Project where it intersects with

17
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DEP- owned state parks. W will be discussing H gh
Point, Long Pond Iron Wrks, Ri ngwood State Park and
Ranmapo Mountain State Park. The next nap just shows
an overview. You can see the yellow, the black Iine
on this figure is our existing pipeline system The
yellow lines on this are the proposed pipeline | oops
for the Northeast Upgrade Project, so on the top of
the map there you can see the section of Loop 323
whi ch woul d end, we've overlaid on there the state
park land that it would be crossing, which is H gh
Point State Park, down toward the bottom here you
have Loop 325 and where it would be crossing the
Long Pine Iron Wrks and Ri ngwod State Park. It's
hard to see that there's an access road that is

exi sting that we are proposing to use and that
crosses the Ranapo Mountain State Park. W'Il show
maps with nore detail.

We'll go into High Point State Park
first. As | stated, the line in yellowis the
proposed pipeline loop. Along that, it's hard to
see in this, but you might be able to see it in the
back if you see a close-up of the map, along the
pi peline loop that we are proposing we nunber mle
posts. Those are nunbers that you can use anywhere

al ong the proposed systemto reference crossings of

18

NJ DEP hearing 9-7-2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

19
streans, wetlands, anything that we do anal ysis on
it, you'll see it referred to and tied in with a
nmle post marking, and those are shown on the map.
You can see where the portion of the yell ow proposed
line crosses the shaded Hi gh Point State Park area
t here.

MR. MOSS: The yellow, is that the
bl ocks it's going through, the block and | ots?

MS. DETTLING Yes, it is, correct.
When we go into the next slide, you'll see we have
the block and lots here lined out for Hi gh Point
State Park. The length that each of that bl ock and
ot is crossed by the proposed | oop and then we've
got the cal culations for the proposed easenent and
tenporary work space that would be needed for the
project and the totals down there at the bottom and
as Judeth said, for the FERC process we use
tenporary and permanent to refer to either the
right-of-way the pipeline will stay in as opposed to
the work space that will no | onger be maintai ned by
us following the construction, and that's where we
are refer to tenporary and permanent, but as Judeth
stated, it will be a lease in this case.

W are al so requesting to use access

roads, existing access roads, that are in the park,
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and so we've lined that, these out here and the work
space that we'll need to use. In sone areas the
roads may need to be inproved and in sonme areas we
nmay need to put mats down or inprove or do some
gradi ng, sone graveling and maybe wi den sone areas
for pull-offs, turn-outs and where the equi prment
will need to be passing, so that's where the acreage
cones in there.

Next slide shows just a brief
summary. We've done in-depth environnental analysis
in all of these areas, and you can find nore
information that we'll give you later in the
resource reports that we filed as part of our
certificate application, and |I've just pulled out a
few highlights to go over

The proposed pipeline | oop that
crosses Hi gh Point State Park woul d cross eight
wat er bodi es and 24 wetlands. There are two natural
heritage priority sites in High Point State Park
that woul d be crossed by the proposed pipeline | oop.
Those areas have been sunmari zed al so in our report
and field surveys were done. Those priority sites
were designated and the additional surveys we did in
t hose areas.

I put a survey of federally |isted

20
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speci es, and sonme of those also are found in the
park. Also in the FERC resource support you'll also
find extensive results of state |isted species
surveys and analysis that's done for habitat.

W'll go into the other state parks.
This is Loop 325 where it would cross Long Pond Iron
Wrks State Park and Ri ngwood State Park and where
Bear Swanp Road, which is existing that we woul d be
proposing to use, travels through Ramapo Mountain
State Park. And sane thing with this nmap. It's got
the lots and bl ocks identified by mle post also.
Here's a summary nap -- summary | ayout of the
i npacts that the project would be proposing on Long
Pond Iron Wrks State Park, and we've done the sane
anal ysis for the Ringwood State Park broken out by
| ot and bl ock for Long Pond Iron Wrks State Park
And then we've also identified the access roads that
we' d be proposing to use and the work space that
woul d be needed on those. Thank you.

Long Pond Iron Wrks State Park we
woul d have two water body crossings, the Mnksville
Reservoir we are proposing to cross via horizontal
directional drill, the one up river. Two wetland
crossings, no natural heritage priority sites, and

then 1've done a summary there of federally listed
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species potentially occurring and the results to
dat e.

We are proposing to construct the
entire Northeast Upgrade Project within tinmes where
there are no restrictions for tree clearing due to
mgratory bird restrictions. There is a portion on
Loop 323 that will be adhering to a tining
restriction for Indiana bats, but that is not in an
area where it's crossing the state parks.

We are | ooking at potentially using
a pipe yard area that's referred to as Jungle
Habitat. |It's in Long Pond Iron Wrks State Park
It's approximately 35 acres in size. Approxinately
27 acres of that is paved. The remaining area is
forested. W would not be proposing to use that
area, but it's still under review on whether we'll
be proposing to use that for the project. It is
part of the application at this tinme and we are
| ooking into it. There's a figure here that shows
you where it lies and it is, as you can see at the
top of the nmap there, you can see where the
Monksvill e Reservoir is so you can kind of get an
idea of where it falls in the park

Ri ngwood State Park we'd be proposing

to cross approximately seven water bodies, two

22
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perennial, five internmttent, 17 wetlands. There
are no natural heritage priority sites, and |'ve
done a summary here of federal species surveys.

Ri ngwood Creek we still have ongoi ng surveys reports
with nussels so you can see even when we enter into
the FERC process and we go through all the
consultations with agencies we continue to consult
with them and any concerns that are brought about
we will continue to do additional field surveys as
needed, and if there are species that are identified
in those areas, we would do either work space
reductions or we nay have to change our route to
avoi d these areas, or we may have to do sone type of
rel ocati on program or nonitoring during
construction.

Bear Swanp Road as | nentioned, it's
an existing road and we are proposing to use the
road, it crosses Ranapo Mountain State Forest. W
woul d be proposing to cross approximtely 7,000
linear feet that crosses through there. There's the
figure, you'll see the yellow and bl ack line there,
that's the Bear Swanp Road we woul d be proposing to
use it and the orange line that's at the top of the
yel l ow and bl ack is the proposed pipeline for the

Nort heast Upgrade Project that we'd be accessing
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with that road. W are only proposing to use it for
nm ni mal use, possible inprovenents to the existing
roadbed where needed and side triming of woody
vegetation. W are not proposing to use Bear Swanp
Road for heavy construction equi pment to be
accessing the work space.

The next slide is going to go into
recreation and trails. The proposed project crosses
the Appal achian Trail in High Point State Park at
approxi mate nile post 14. W' ve prepared a crossing
pl an specific to that trail. It includes work space
reductions and the process that we'll be going
through to keep the trail open. Wen it can't be
kept open, it specifically goes into tinmes when it
can't, what will be done, whether we'll be having
areas where we'll be able to reroute recreationa
hi kers to possibly the Iris Trail which is in that
area or we may be able to minimze by just keeping
some construction activities when hikers can't go
through at the mnimum That's been prepared and
given to New Jersey DEP for review, so we are stil
in the process of getting that plan reviewed and
approved.

W are al so preparing a genera

trails crossing plan. The list that we have up here
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are prelimnary as is our plan. W are looking into
doing the sane, a sinmlar plan to what we are doing
for the Appal achian Trail where we will be able to
identify the trails being crossed, identify the
timng that may be needed, safety neasures that may
be needed and mitigation neasures that we'll take to
keep the trails open as long as possible and limt
the time when hikers will not be able to use it to
the bare mininmum The trail plan will also go into
ATV use. There will be safety measures that may be
taken, working with the state to possibly be putting
in some gates and ot her things which will keep
unsafe activities in those areas.

State land alternatives. Wen we
were going through this application process, we
| ooked at how could this project be built and if
this project could be built without inpacting any of
these state parks. So to do that, we |ooked at
routes that would be conpletely avoiding the park
itself. So we |ooked at the map. W put a line on
where the pipeline would | eave the existing corridor
and go around the park to the north and to the
south. W then did alternative analysis on our
proposed route conpared to the two alternative

routes and we put nunbers together that woul d show
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what the distance inpacts would be, what the inpacts
woul d be to environmental resources as well as |and
owners, and as you can i nmagi ne, by not |ooping an
exi sting pipeline easenent, by not utilizing an
easenment of an existing corridor, you would have, as
you can see, the purple line to the north and orange
and black line to the south woul d have additi onal
nleage as well as additional green field inpacts to
areas that were not previously disturbed, and all
that analysis is in the report conparing what the
i npacts woul d be on those alternative routes. W
did the sanme analysis for all three parks and that,
all those nunbers are in the report.

As part of our analysis, we also
| ooked at sone other reductions, and |'mgoing to
hand this over to Dan Gredvig to discuss those.

MR. GREDVIG  Thank you. M nane is
Dan Gredvig, and |'mw th Tennessee Gas Pi peli ne.
Tennessee Gas Pipeline's proposed plan to further
reduce project inpacts to the Jersey state owned
| ands. One of the things that we are trying to do
is looking at, as nmentioned a nunber of tines, is
trying to reduce our footprint, trying to reduce by
sliding over our construction footprint to avoid

areas of existing non-disturbed vegetation, | ooking
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to mninize our inpacts within wetland areas,
reduci ng from 100-foot wi de right-of-way down to a
75-foot wide right-of-way. W plan to follow
subject to different plans and different pernmits and
reviews and then we al so, when we are | ooking at
reductions and ninimzing our right-of-way, we still
have to build a safe project and we have to be able
to build one that's economically viable for us to
construct.

On the next slide you can see that
we' ve got our typical construction |ayout, shows our
originally adopted plan of being offset from our
existing pipeline. At the bottomof the |eft-hand
side you see the red denotes the area that we are
pl anning to nove over to nminimze that inpact to
non-di sturbed areas. On the right-hand side we've
got our wetlands and preparing zones where we
nmninmze our net down to 70-foot wi de right-of-way.

Anot her consi deration that we need to
be considering during this process is the
conservation restrictions. For parcels that are
acquired with Green Acres non-profit acquisition
funds, the NJDEP holds a conservation restriction on
the properties. |In addition to the proposed 25-year

| ease of the lands owned in fee by the State,

27
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Tennessee i s seeking the pernmanent release of a
portion of these conservation restrictions. The
commi ssioner's approval is required for rel ease of
the conservation restrictions. Tennessee is
conplying with the legal requirenents for the
partial release in accordance with the act. The
parcel that we are tal king about is Passaic River
Coalition properties. They are encunbered by G een
Acres restrictions we are presently negotiating with
Passaic River Coalition to cone to a -- an agreenent
on the terns of our conpensation offer to themfor
the rel ease of that easenent or those properties
across their tract of land. Conpensation for that
partial release of conveyance restriction across the
Passai ¢ River Coalition properties will be satisfied
by the conpensation for the diversion in accordance
with the conpensation requirenments that neet the
act .

On the next slide you can see the
i mpacts to the Passaic River Coalition property.
We've got the mile post |ocation along our pipeline.
W have the tract nunmber and bl ock and | ot.

The next slide shows the inpact of
t he pernmanent easenent, tenporary work space,

addi ti onal tenporary work space and the totals.
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Turn it back over to Melissa. Thank
you.

MS. YEANY: You can put that slide
back up. For the proposed | ease there's three
conmponents to the conpensation that has either been
proposed by the conpany or requested by DEP at the
moment. The first is that there would be a rental
paynment fromthe conpany to the DEP for its
occupation of state property, both for tenporary
wor k space during the construction period for the
project and for the right-of-way itself during the
25-year |ease for the right-of-way.

We have proposed at this tinme to
assess the rental at a rate of 15 cents a square
foot. We would anticipate that the construction
period would be approximately two years and that we
woul d charge rent for approximtely 145 acres of
tenporary work space during that two-year period.
Their nunber includes the Jungle Habitat acreage
whi ch, as Melissa indicated, the conpany nay or may
not use, and those nunbers are subject to further
reduction, but during the tinme that the project is
under construction, we would charge 15 cents a
square foot during the construction phase.

W woul d then continue to charge 15

29
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cents a square foot for the 25-year duration of the
| ease and we woul d apply 2-1/2 percent annua
escal ation of that rental rate starting in year one.
So if you calculate that out using the current
nunbers as they were proposed to FERC and tal ki ng
about roughly 30.21 acres of what the conpany woul d
descri be as permanent right-of-way and again
approxi mately 143 -- 45 acres of tenporary work
space, the maxi mumrental paynent that we woul d
anticipate for that acreage would be $8.6 nillion.
W' ve al so asked the conpany to do
somet hi ng that we requested for the 300 Line Project
which was to give the State replacenent land at a
four to one ratio for any areas that are to be
occupi ed by the pipeline under the 25-year |ease and
any areas of tenporary work space that need to be
bl asted as part of the construction, so we would
consider the blasting to be a pernanent alteration
of the tenporary work space and we woul d subject it
to the four to one replacenent |and requirenent,
agai n, using those current nunbers, not knowi ng what
the tenporary work space nunbers night be yet but
usi ng the current nunber of 30.21 acres of
antici pated right-of-way, we would being | ooking at

approxi mately 120 acres that the conpany woul d be

30
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obligated to purchase and turn over to the State,
and we do have concerns and suggestions to the
conpany about the quality of that acreage and where
it should be | ocated and hopefully in close
proximty to some of their hol dings, and we' ve asked
themto consider specific parcels that we woul d be
interested in.

The third conmponent of the
conpensation would be mtigation neasures that we
woul d require of the conpany above and beyond any
that are required by other departnments statutes,
approval s, pernits but which would be intended to
provi de conpensation to the departnment and to the
public for other aspects of the construction of the
proj ect that would have an inpact on state property,
so | amgoing to turn it over to Melissa to explain
it alittle nore about that, but the general goal
there is that there are sone construction-rel ated
i npacts of the project that would not be covered by
our other permt prograns and by other approvals
that night be needed for the project that we would
want to see the conpany provide appropriate
nmtigation for in an effort to adequately protect
the public interest in these properties.

So I'"lIl let Melissa explain sonme of
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the other kind of key requirenments that they are
al ready working their way through and sonme of the
addi ti onal nmeasures that night be considered.

MS. DETTLING Ckay. So what |'ve
done is I've just done a little summary here of sone
of the other mitigation neasures that we woul d be
proposi ng for the project and not just proposing,
but be required to do. First is No Net Loss
Ref orestation Act. |n any state-owned | ands, we are
required to follow the No Net Loss Reforestation Act
gui delines. W' ve prepared a No Net Loss
Reforestation Plan to outline all of the
restoration, reforestation we would be proposing in
all the tenporary work spaces. |n areas we'd be
requesting for a | ease on our right-of-way, we'll be
working with the State to identify areas where we
can plant trees and reforest, possibly on state
| ands outside of our work space. |If those areas
cannot be identified, then we would be | ooking at
nonetary conpensation for any trees that couldn't be
planted as last resort. That plan was subnitted and
we have public neetings to present it to the public
and it's still | believe -- except they are stil
out for public comment on those plans. They were

dat ed August 2010.
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W would al so be required to do
nmtigation for any -- for wetland and riparian zone
i mpacts for fresh water wetl ands and fl ood hazard
area pernmitting that we will be doing w th DEP
Di vision of Land Use Regul ation, so we have draft
nmtigation plans that we'll be subnitting with our
permt applications which have not been submitted
with the State at this tinme. Once they are, we'll
be proposing mitigation off-site and on-site
nmtigation for wetland and riparian zone areas
i npacted by the project.

The next bullet item Judeth already
nentioned, which is the |l and replacenent at a ratio
of four to one for any new right-of-way areas that
woul d be proposed. W are also going through an
apprai sal, tinmber appraisal process to conpensate
the State for tinber val ue

There's rare speci es habitat
nmtigation that will be negotiated. Not all of that
have been identified. There are areas that nmay be
i mpacted. We'll | ook at either renediation or
nmonetary.

Loop 325 of the project is proposing
to cross the Hi ghlands region, and we'll be working

with the H ghlands to do mitigation. |[|'ve put an
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exanpl e of Hi ghl ands regi on they have desi gnated
resource areas in the Hi ghlands, and so we do an
anal ysi s through that through our environnental
reporting as well where we identify any resource
areas that are being inpacted and whet her they can

be restored and mtigated on-site or whether it's
conpensation or nitigation that's needed off-site.
One is prine groundwater recharge areas. W would
be proposing to mtigate a portion of those off-site
of the project. There certainly is forest
nmtigation in the Hi ghlands regi on but where we
cross state lands the No Net Loss Reforestation Act
takes precedence over the requirenents, so it's
still planting and reforestation, but it's just part
of the No Net Loss guidelines.

So that's just a brief summary of the
other mitigation nmeasures that will be taken above
and beyond that we'll be taking beyond the | ease
conpensati on.

MS. YEANY: As | nentioned earlier,
this is the third of three public hearings that
we' ve schedul ed on this | ease proposal. W will
| eave the record of this public hearing open for
anot her two weeks and we'll accept additional

witten comment. We have established an i nformati on
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page for this project off of the G een Acres
website. |If you go to the Green Acres website on
the right, there's a box that says what's new.

There is a link to the Northeast Upgrade information
page, and we have been placing information on there
as it's becone available to -- the report that
you've heard us nmention is available there. W did
post a copy of the version of the Power Point that
was presented at the two local public hearings is
now avail able there. There's sone information about

the No Net Loss process. W do anticipate that the

transcripts of the first two public hearings will be
avai l abl e very shortly, and they will be posted on
that website when they are available. W will be

working to try to summari ze and respond to the
public coments that we've received on this
proposal , and when those responses are avail abl e,
they' Il be posted there too. W are also going to
post any subnissions that people nake at the public
hearings. W haven't conpiled that yet fromthe
first two hearings, but we had some photos and ot her
pi eces of information subnitted that we will make
avai |l abl e on the website.

Just procedurally, if we decide to go

through with this project and this proposed |ease,

NJ DEP hearing 9-7-2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

as | nentioned, it requires a |lot of other
approvals. W initiated the request of discussing
whet her we shoul d approve this | ease because the
process we have to go through is pretty |engthy, but
we were asked at the previous hearings whether we
were sonehow fast tracking this or the lease is a
done deal, and | can assure you that we are not
going to take a | ease request to be approved by the
Conmi ssi oner or State House Conmmi ssion before the

ot her approvals are in place, and by statute, we
cannot seek that approval until 90 days after this
hearing is held, so at the earliest that we could
even legally take this to anybody to get it approved
woul d be early Decenber of this year.

So al though we will have to close the
record for public hearing so that we can sumari ze
the comments and kind of conply with other
requi rements of the statute, there certainly will be
addi ti onal opportunities to give input on this
project. Particularly, as Mlissa nentioned,
there's trails plans being devel oped that we haven't
been able to nmake available for coment, and if you
wanted to be involved in that, let us know W have
the roomuntil 6:30 today. | know that some of the

peopl e present have testified at the prior public

36
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heari ngs and we do have your testinony on the
record, so to the extent you are able, we'd ask you
to either raise new issues or sunmarize your
previous testinony, and as | said, we will make the
transcripts avail able online once we get them from
the court reporters, so those will be a matter of
public record.

I don't think we are going to have to
ration time too nmuch, but we will ask you to keep
your renarks as brief as possible so we can
accommodat e everybody's comrents.

MR. BOORNAZI AN:  From the previous
two public hearings, one discussion |'ve heard a | ot
about is Marcellus shale. Wat | want to point out
is that Tennessee Gas is essentially a
transportati on conpany. It doesn't matter where the
gas conmes from Marcellus shale and the public
heari ngs happen around any ki nd of shal e production.
As you know, there's no shale production in New
Jersey at this tine. It doesn't really matter where
the gas conmes from It could cone from Texas. It
coul d conme from anywhere along on the map. The bl ue
line could come fromany one of those stations al ong
there. It doesn't matter where the gas conmes from

What natters is where it goes through New Jersey's
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public land, so we will -- if you feel the necessity
to bring up Marcellus shale, feel free to nmention
it. W've already heard a | ot of conments about it,
but this is the wong venue to tal k about where the
gas conmes from Tennessee Gas is really the
transportati on conpany to get it from sone point A
to sone point B for New Jersey custoners. Thanks.

MS. YEANY: Okay, we do have a mi ke
up there? |If people would like to testify. Thanks.
To the extent we can, we are going to try to answer
questions on the record. |If there's things we can't
answer, we'll have to follow up on that, but if we
can answer the questions today, we wll.

Kate, do you want to go first?

M5. M LLSAPS: Yeah, | actually had

questions but | just want to say -- Kate MII saps,
K-a-t-e Mi-l-l-s-a-p-s, New Jersey chapter of the
Sierra Club. It's just really disheartening that

again and again officials fromthe Christie

adm ni stration come out and defend fracking for the
natural gas industry. By banning fracking, we have
our DRBC representative who is a DEP enpl oyee coni ng
to the DRBC bl ackmailing them telling themto adopt
natural gas rules before their Septenber neeting,

and now we have the Green Acres programtelling us
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that although WIllianms is buying gas fromtheir --
I"'msorry, the TGP is buying gas fromtheir
subsidiary in the Marcellus shale to transport it,
that has nothing to do with this, but | did have
questions actually pertaining to the project.

| received email updates on the
Bar negat Bay about what Christie is doing and the
adm nistration is doing to address pollution
probl ens, storm water managenent. Wuld the DEP be
able to set up sonmething sinmlar to that najor
infrastructure? Wen the No Net Loss hearings are
announced, it would just be enmailed to us when they
come in for their land use permts, we would get a
notification that that was submitted. Just so that
everybody is on the sane page, we all know what's
goi hg on.

When they cane in, when TGP cane in
previously for their No Net Loss for the 300 Line
Proj ect, nobody really knew when the hearings were
and they just kind of flew under the radar. W
woul d appreciate if we could have an email |ist
simlar to the Barnegat Bay list to |l et us know
since it's a major project.

SCOTT: We'll consider that, Kate.

M5. M LLSAPS: Thank you, Scott. |
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did have a concern that in the nitigation
commitments it said that for the replacenent land it
woul d pretty nmuch foll ow what happened with the 300
Line Project. Wuld that $7,500 cap remain in place
if no replacenent |and was identified?

MS. YEANY: We haven't committed to
any kind of $7,500 per acre cap for this project,
and we are hoping that we have enough of an idea of
what the replacenent |and would be before we would
get the approvals before we would get into that
di scussi on.

M5. MLLSAPS: | would urge you not
to allow that cap to be put in place again. For the
access roads, what's, what's the definition of a
two-track road? What's the definition of a path? |
understand | guess that Bear Swanp Road is on there
as a gravel and paved, so what's the distinction?

MS. DETTLING You are asking what
gravel paved -- you want us to --

MS5. M LLSAPS: What exactly type of
access road are you proposing to use at H gh Point,
a hiking trail?

MS. DETTLING So you are just --
okay. Al of themin the park, so if we get a

little better idea, | guess Jerry can naybe speak to
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this better. Wat we' ve done in our FERC anal ysis
is identify what the current conditions are, so
think that's what you are referring to.

M5. MLLSAPS. Right.

MS. DETTLING We'Il identify the
current conditions, and, Jerry, | don't know if you
want to speak to this. Hiking trail wouldn't be
proposed as an access road, but | know there are
sone roads that are used for mninmumuse now that we
woul d be proposing to use that may need
i mprovenents.

Jerry, you can try and answer this
better.

MR CREEL: | think all of the access
roads are pretty well identified on the draw ngs as
wel | as when our permanent application goes in it
will have all the trails. W have maps of all the
trails, and in sone cases there are a coupl e cases
where the access road is co-located with a hiking
trail. For exanple at Monks Trail, while that
particular trail follows that access road around the
Monksvill e Reservoir edge, it is, in fact, a w der
path that is used by vehicles for maintenance by the
park, so it's not like it's not an existing access

road. We are not taking any sinple trails,

41

NJ DEP hearing 9-7-2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

42
particularly hiking trails, and then wi dening them
or doing anything |like that to use themas an access
road. All the access roads are existing roads and
two-track versus path is just a characteristic of
the road and what it |ooks like today. Two-track
bei ng, you know, it's well-defined where, you know,
the vehicles go, and a path being, you know, you
don't see those two tracks as well| defined, but it's
clearly, you know, the width and space avail able for
vehi cular traffic and not just a foot path.

M5. MLLSAPS: And could you further
explain this ten-foot give back at the end of the
proj ect ?

MR, CREEL: Sure. There is an
exi sting 50-foot easenent that the 24-inch pipeline
is installed in today, and one of the potential
nmtigations that was considered was a reduction on,
of the existing what we would term a permanent
easenent, permanent |ease. |It's instead of the 25
feet fromthe center line of the pipe to the edge of
the area that is currently being maintai ned or can
be mai ntai ned, we have considered a reduction of
that 25 feet to either five feet or ten-foot |ess
to, and that would be kind of a give back. That

woul d be the permanent acreage that is currently
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nmai ntai ned for the 24-inch pipeline. Part one of
the consideration was to just give part of that back
and just not maintain that anynore.

M5. MLLSAPS: So it's pernanent
ri ght-of-way now that has no habitat, nothing on it.
It's currently being nmowed by the conpany. That
woul d be given back and | essen the acreage that
woul d be purchased for the Green Acres program as
ntigation?

MR. CREEL: Actually, it's not
working that way. It would just be pretty nuch a
one-to-one reduction in the right-of-way, and I'I
| et others address the conpensation piece of that.

MR GREDVIG It's a good question.
Li ke Jerry said, the ten-foot give back was an idea
that we threw onto the table as a way of offering
sonme additional nitigation to the inpacts that we
were creating with our construction. So far we
haven't reached a conclusion or an agreenent wth
the departnment to determine if that's sonething that
we want to do. It's sonmething that we have as an
existing right for our existing pipeline to protect
our existing pipeline, and so to give it up, it
woul d nean that we would have | ess of a buffer on

that one side of our pipeline. Sonething that we
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are still willing to consider and tal k about, but it
is still in that stage.

MS. YEANY: Perhaps | can ask you
whet her that's sonething you would think is val uable
as a conponent. It's sonething that the conpany
proposed to us. As Dan said, they haven't made a
final decision as to whether that's really on the
table or not. It hasn't been clear to us whether
our constituents feel that has ecol ogical val ue or
any kind of value to it.

MS. MLLSAPS: | think we woul d
prefer to see that if this project had to go
t hrough, that they bought higher value | and instead
of trying to cut off on their mitigation comitnents
by giving back sonmething that's nowed, has
herbicides on it instead of having to purchase. |
nean, there's obviously nothing that can repl ace
sonme of these areas under choosing to destroy
natural heritage property sites but we would rather
have much hi gher val ue | and than right-of -way.

MS. YEANY: That's hel pful to know.

M5. MLLSAPS: That was all ny
questions. Thank you very much.

MS. YEANY: Just introduce yourself.

MR MOSS: W are going to stay with
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the Sierra Cub. Robert Mdss, Mo-s-s, and |'m
currently the Green Acres issues coordinator and for
the New Jersey chapter, and | do have sone things
that are a little different fromwhat Kate covered,
and first I want to do some housekeepi ng stuff that
came up during the presentation

I woul d ask the Tennessee Gas peopl e
to review their nunbers on Jungle Habitat. | didn't
get themdown -- | didn't get them down exactly but
something |ike 27 acres were paved out of the 35
acres total? That sounds nuch too high to ne. That
woul d be about three-quarters of that parcel

MR. GREDVI G  The overall parcel of
Jungl e Habitat is much larger than what we are even
| ooki ng at.

MR MOSS: So the 35 acres, it's just
the part of it that you are considering?

MR. GREDVI G Yes.

MR MOSS: Ckay.

MR. GREDVIG  The larger polygon is
nmuch | arger.

MR. MOSS: That's good. | would also
just mention by way of inpact that that as of ten
years ago when | |ast saw the property, it was

crunbling. It is property that is suitable for
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revegetation with natural vegetation or for
recreational fields. | just want to note that.
It's not a usel ess piece of |and.

The next point, the Appal achian Trai
is a national scenic trail, and the a federal |aw

assigns the overall nanagenent to the Appal achi an

Trail Conservancy. | would think they should be
consulted. This trail is heavily used by |ong
di stance backpackers, and | would think, | would

certainly propose that it should not be entirely
cl osed, even for short tinmes. |If it's necessary to
build a tenporary, what do you call it, bridge, not
a bridge, but a tenporary wal king bridge over here.

MR GREDVIG O shoe fly around.

MR MOSS: | know the Iron Ridge
Trail. That's fine. If that's not possible, rather
than close it it should be kept open by sone kind of
overpass for foot traffic and | do urge you to
consult the Appal achian Trail Conservancy. The DEP
nmanages it within DEP | and here in New Jersey, but
the overall managenment is at a federal |evel

MR CREDVIG W have had di scussion
at the federal level. It is, as you say, under the
jurisdiction of the New Jersey Departnent of

Envi ronnmental Protection, so we are taking our
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direction and gui dance fromthe DEP, but we are al so
coghi zant of the fact that it needs to be have a
pl an for crossing, and that's our detailed plan
we' ve prepared and are working towards.

MR, MOSS: Pl ease consider foot
bridges if necessary.

MS. YEANY: Just for the record, the
New Yor k/ New Jersey Trail Conference representatives
attended both of the first two hearings and the
Appal achian Trail canme up at both hearings. | think
they' Il be involved in whatever consultation and are
keepi ng tabs.

MR MOSS: Did they say anything on
the tabs on the point?

MS. YEANY: | think the coments were
pretty simlar.

MR. MOSS: The alternatives anal ysis,
that's such a big topic. | can't go into detai
now. | would speak for an hour on that. | would
urge that that be reworked a little bit in this
presentation, just, for exanple, and |'m not saying
where the alternative routes should be, but in the
first slide, and | think this happened in Ri ngwood
too, but Hi gh Point the southern alternatives goes

through Stokes State Forest, which, for the purposes

a7
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of DEP's approaching this would have the sanme status
as Hgh Point. That is not an alternative that
woul d sol ve the probl em of avoiding protected | and.
DEP is considering H gh Point for this purpose under
the sanme protections as the local things. It's
under the Green Acres regul ations, but H gh Point --
Stokes State Forest is contiguous to Hi gh Point
State Park, so going south doesn't get you anything
there. | think that al so happened in sonme of the

ot her maps.

I would urge you to just reconsider
doi ng that, consider redoing that in sone way, and,
again, | can't -- ny real proposal would be totally
unaccept abl e.

The other thing | wanted to go into,
I"'ma little bit disappointed in sone of the ways
DEP is approaching at |east the sone of the ways
that have come out in statements both here and in
the July report that Judeth nentioned, Judeth
nmentioned that DEP and this neeting here does not
i nvol ve the approval of the need for the project
whi ch of course is true fromthe federal point of
view. However, she continues specifically the
question here is what we are getting at is whether

to enter into this | ease, whether DEP should enter
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into any of these |eases; however, that depends
partly on whether there's conpelling public need
under our regulations and if that's in the statute,
but it's certainly under regulations currently. And
that, | don't know all regulations or constitution
provi sion says that is automatically satisfied by
FERC approval of the need. And the C ub has
devel oped proposed enhancenents to the regul ations.
We are very clear on that that should stand
i ndependently of any federal approval, whether
there's conpelling public need for this project for
pur poses of diversions. Judeth also nentioned it is
not a permanent conveyance, nost of it or maybe none
of it. However we also want to enphasize, and she
did touch on this, any tenporary conveyance t hat
i nvol ves permanent alterations on the |and should be
consi dered for diversion purposes the sane as a
per manent conveyance.

And just one nore thing, the July
2011 report that Judeth nentions, on page 11, 1'd
just like to read a section of it and touch on a
topic that's ny favorite thing that |I'm beating upon
these days. It says on page 11, "Avoi dance of state
property by devel oping new pipeline -- this is

referring to alternatives by devel opi ng new pi peline
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corridors would result” -- I'msorry let ne start
again. | have ellipses, if you know it by heart.
"Avoi dance of state property by devel opi ng new
pi peline corridors would result in the construction
of longer | oops and cause significantly nore inpacts
to residential areas and areas of environnenta
concern.”

Now | want to concentrate on that
residential areas. This statement the C ub, the New
Jersey chapter, the Sierra Club believes is
contradi cting the purpose going back to 1961 or ' 62,
the purpose of our Green Acres programwhich is
per manent protection. Now, until recently it didn't
matter. 1t's now 2011, we are out of land. New
Jersey is effectively at build-out. There are sone
nmaj or exceptions. Peter Kellogg owns 6,000 acres in
Hopatcong. He's an exception. There is essentially
no -- very, very little open land that's not already
protected, and the rest of the land is devel oped one
way or the other. The idea of permanent protection
comes into a clash with this reality. W can't any
| onger say oh, we can't avoid the parks because it's
going to inpact residential. Wen we are at
buil d-out, and we are, our goal is pernanent

protection, the only other choice is if you want to
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build, you've got to tear sonmething down. | know
that's a tough choice and not everybody is getting
that yet, but we have to get that now, if we want to
keep our open space. W are at the point where you
can't just say go get sone private |and, so that
particul ar aspect of the statenent when we | ook at
alternatives, and this is a very general coment.

W can't just say avoid sonething that's already
built. As we go on that, will cause us to over a
nunber of decades, not too many decades, |ose all of
our open space. W have to force people who want to
build to take sonething down, and that's going to be
nore and nore true as we go on. That's what |'m
working on. Kate's an enployee, |I'ma volunteer.
Thank you.

MS. YEANY: If | could respond to a
coupl e of your points. On the alternatives, | nean,
we are going to be drawi ng our own concl usi ons about
avoi dance, mnim zation, how we think the conpany
anal yzes the alternatives. W will |ook at the
i ssue that you raise, but, again, we would encourage
you, for purposes of the FERC process, to make those
concerns known to FERC if you feel that they haven't
adequately anal yzed the alternatives.

As | mentioned, we are participating
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in that process. W actually have intervenor status
and we are trying to stay involved and influence
t hose di scussi ons.

MR. MOSS: Does that nean it's ny
understanding that it's not em nent donmin, so New
Jersey could say no, right?

MS. YEANY: Certainly the issuance of
a certificate would give the conpany power to
exercise em nent domain in certain situations and
certainly against private property owners, and we
are aware of them having brought condemati on
actions against nunicipalities and counties in New
Jersey. There's not a reported condemnati on case
agai nst the State in New Jersey, so | would consider
that could be an unsettled question, but that gets
to another point | was going to make to respond to
somet hi ng you said, which is that the regul ati ons
you are referring to are local Geen Acres diversion
rules, and |I'm aware of the conments that you
submtted as far as how we m ght strengthen those.

Cenerally we try to apply the sane
principles to state property. Those rules
technically don't apply to this transaction, because
this is state property and not |ocal property. W

try not to treat the properties differently, but
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just so you understand that distinction, but the
thing is that the whol e reason that the federal
government is involved in issuing these
certificates, at least | believe reflects sone
finding long ago that there is a public interest and
potentially conpeting public interest involved in
these transactions. Qherw se, the federa
government woul dn't have seen the need to get
involved in siting the pipelines in the first
place, so as | said, it's a somewhat unsettled
question as to how far that could go agai nst the
State of New Jersey, but it has been our
understanding in the past that there's a finding of
public need involved in the issuance of a
certificate in the first place, so --

MR MOSS: Could | just say, that
would be if it should cone to the extrene case, that
woul d be under existing | aws and, federal |aws and
regul ati ons.

M5. YEANY: Yes.

MR. MOSS: Not requiring -- okay,
that I wasn't clear on

MS. YEANY: (Ckay, thanks.

Jeff, do you want to testify yet.

MR TITTLE: Sure, Jeff Tittle,
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director New Jersey Sierra Club, and for ne, this is
a very tough project, very tough location. M

fam ly has been in the Wanaque area for the | ast 80
years. |'ma third-generation property owner, so
besides all the environnental aspects, | know every
pi ece of this area and |I've worked as a vol unt eer

as a planni ng board nenber, as an environnenta

commi ssion nenber in saving nost of the tracts that

we are now desecrating with this pipeline,

Muscarel li tracts, Aupau, the Riverview tract. |
can go on and on. And so for nme -- Tranquility
Ri dge, Sterling Forest, | can go on and on, Cranbury

Pond, Ramapo Land Conpany. Each and every one of
those acquisitions, and nany of those acquisitions
came at a high price, sonetines politically for
peopl e, sonetines for nonetary standpoint, but
together the State of New Jersey put together the
| argest area of open space we have north of the
Pinelands, and this is a critical area that has been
consi dered environnentally sensitive since the first
state plan in 1935 and goi ng way back before.

You have to understand that sone of
these lands are very historic. Mny forests that
were reforested in this area in the even '90s were

actually done by G fford Pinchon, who was a good
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friend of the Hewitts who owned nost of this |and.
That was owned by the Ri ngwood Conpany, sone of the
same tracts we are going through. There are a |ot
of things that have to be |l ooked at froma state
perspective as well as a federal. | was head of the
| ocal road association. | actually enforced the
wi der danms so the school bus could pass, and now we
are putting pipeline and protection of Long Pond
Iron Works and on and on, but going back and Abraham
Hewitt, who was the founder of Cooper Union Coll ege
and who gave the original lands to Ri ngwod State
Park and its decendents, this |and was given to the
State, those pieces of it, for permanent protection
and you should read his will, because there is
intestate protections for the Ri ngwood Manor
properties, including View Shed, it says very
clearly, and |'ve been involved with one of the town
of Ri ngwood and one of the radio stations which is
in the View Shed that the view from Ri ngwood Manor
shal |l not be obstructed, that the waters through the
Hewitt properties which are all the Ri ngwood Manor
properties shall always be drinkable and sw mrabl e.
This pipeline will be putting pollution into those
streans. This project will be putting siltation

Look at Lake Lookout, which | know
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quite well, and the problemthat you see there.
Last time | was by Lake Lookout, | saw a bl ack bear
going swinmring in there and now he's a brown bear
We don't really have themin this part of the
country.

The other concern that | have is
there are a |l ot of questions that have to be
answered. First and forenpst, you are going through
national historic |landmarks. Ri ngwood Manor is
consi dered by the National Park Service as a
| andmar k the same as Mount Vernon, and that View
Shed has to be | ooked at. The View Shed from
Skyl ands Manor, al so a national Manor. Long Pond
lron Wrks State Park has a national |andnmark,
national historic district, that you are cutting
t hrough, and those issues haven't been | ooked at.

In fact, when | was | ooking at the
map, | love the fact they keep using USGS that
doesn't show Monksville Reservoir. Shows the
properties. Try to figure out where the reservoir
is, but you still don't have the reservoir. That's
a second issue. Protection of the reservoir in that
situation and the inpact of siltation.

O her questions | have is sonme of the

properties | believe in this area, and ny nenory may
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be a little hazy, it's been a 30-year plus battle to
save sone of the these properties, | believe there
were | and and water conservation funds used in the
acquisition, if there is there's a probation
agai nst, see Earl Prucus versus New York State Power
Conmpany, circa 1972. There has to be a revi ew of
what properties were a potential purchase in the
wat er conservation. | know Congressman
Frel i nghuysen was bringing those nonies in. | said
you need to | ook at the deed restrictions on sone of
our own properties. There are restrictions.
Basically for us, this area of New
Jersey, and I'mgoing to talk about the western
half, is really one of the nost critical areas. It
is the Yell owstone and Yosenmte of New Jersey and it
gets nore visitors, by the way, between the hiking
trails, whether it's the Appal achian trails or al
the local trails we set up over 90 years ago,
t hroughout the region. Mre inportantly, this is
the water supply for 2 million people and how do you
get through a reservoir wi thout causing inpact? How
do you go through a watershed without causing
i mpact ?
Quite frankly, | believe that these

| ands are not replaceable. You cannot mitigate for
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| ands that have sone of the ol dest rocks in the
world. You cannot mitigate for the View Shed from
Skyl ands or Ri ngwood Manor. You cannot nitigate for
construction of this pipeline of critical habitat
and water supply areas. You cannot mitigate for
drilling through reservoirs or through trout
streans.

Repl acenent | ands, where are you
going to get then? What, are you going to go up to
the Adirondacks? That is where you find equa
val ues. You go up to New Hanpshire and buy | and?
The point that I"'mmaking is the State of New Jersey
has invested billions of dollars in protecting this
area. Replacenent cost of the Wanaque Reservoir
al one woul d be nore than $2 mllion. The |ands that
have been purchased, 75 percent of Ringwood is open
space, and even with all that open space, we passed
The Hi ghlands Act to protect it on top of that. W
upgraded all the streams to C1 up there at
Hi ghl ands wat ers.

This is an area that should be off
limits for this kind of developnent. This is an
i ndustrialization of the nost inportant water
supply, watershed in the State of New Jersey where

the public has spent billions of dollars protecting
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that resource, and now we are putting a pipeline
through it that can go somewhere el se because it's a
specul ative pipeline to bring Marcellus shale into
New York City. |It's not being used anywhere al ong
this corridor. 1It's being used in other places, and
there are other places this pipeline can go. Down
Route 80. Over Route 17. Doesn't have to go
through the middl e of the Highlands preservation
area. Doesn't have to go through New Jersey's nopst
i mportant environnental and scenic treasures.

And then you go to the western side.
Del aware Water Gap, national recreation area. Qur
only really big piece of open space. W' ve got
St okes State Forest and Hi gh Point, again, inportant
val uabl e recreation areas that were passed on for
generations to be used, not to be destroyed through
the gas pipeline cutting through the nmddle of it,
cutting a scar, and it's a scar, and the way | would
describe it is you have a bunch of parked new cars
and sonebody takes a knife and just runs down the
side. It'sonly alittle bit of scratch. You do it
through a thousand cars, you inpacted the value of a
thousand cars dramatically because of the wi der
i mpact of that little scar. That's what this scar

is.
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So for us, we think that, quite
frankly, we are pretty nmuch -- we are very upset at
this adninistration, because they held up the Snith
Bill saying that the DEP was coming out with their
own regul ations. W haven't seen them and yet we
are going to push this pipeline through when val ues
haven't been set properly.

The Snith Bill was held up, and we
haven't seen DEP rules to fix sone of the problens
we know are there when it cones to mitigation and
| ease value is a small piece of it. How do you dea
with what the inpact is going to be? |Is there no
build alternatives? |Is there alternatives that we
haven't seen? Mre inportantly, we need to ask the
question what's the inpact going to be on those
resources that the people of New Jersey have
depended and paid for to be protected and that
peopl e have donated to the State and what their
restrictions that may or may not be, there's still a
|l ot of work to be done. This project is the wong
project in the wong place. Thank you.

MS. YEANY: This is probably a good
time to give our reporter a quick break. W'll
reconvene in 10 m nutes.

(A brief recess is taken.)
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MS. YEANY: W are going to go back
on the record in the interest of not ending too late
so peopl e can get hone.

Just to respond to a couple of
different points that Jeff Tittle raised in his
testinony, | think one of Tennessee's consultants is
going to give a little guidance on the |and and
wat er conservation issue, and, Jeff, | also wanted
to point out sone of the issues that you raised as
part of national historic |andmark status.

It's my understandi ng, and the
conmpany will correct me if | amwong, that cultura
resource surveys and historic review are part of the
FERC process. | believe sone of that is probably
al ready covered in the resource reports that they' ve
filed. If the information is inconplete or you
di sagree with the analysis, again, | think the
appropriate place to corment on that would be the
FERC process through SH PO who is also participating
in the FERC process, but | wanted to put on the
record it's not that the issues have been conpletely
ignored. |If you want to ask the questions, come up
to the m ke.

MR TITTLE: Yes, | understand that,

and -- but first we need to have the inventorying of
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the LMWCF | ands. Secondly, yes, but you own those
| ands. There are a national historic |andmarks that
are owned by the State of New Jersey, and the State
of New Jersey DEP has a role separately from SH PO
separately fromthe National Park Service.

MS. YEANY: (Okay, | understand the
point. As | said, one of the conpany's consultants
is going to address the status of the |and and water
i ssue.

MR. HEENEHAN: My name is M ke
Heenehan. |'m an environnental consultant hired by
Tennessee Gas Pipeline to do the jurisdictional
determ nations, and part of that work was to review
all the title for all the parties, but one of the
things | was requested to do was to | ook at the
status of the land and water conservation funded
properties. | have had extensive conversations with
the Green Acres programwhom | used to work for for
27 years the department for 37 years. |'myvery
famliar with the diversion and conversi on process.
If a property that is funded partially with land and
wat er conservation funds is inpacted by a project
such as this one, under the National Park Service
rul es and regul ations, there's a conversion process

which is very nmuch simlar in a sense to the
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di version process. M understanding is a | ot of our
rul es canme out of the Land and Water Conservation
Project rules and we will very shortly be discussing
these parcels we believe that are encunbered with,
under the six set boundary portion of the federal
regul ati ons and are considered | and and wat er
conservation funded properti es.

W will be confirmng our properties
with not only Green Acres but also the National Park
Service. As | understand the process, having gone
through it when | worked for Green Acres, actually
NJDEP wi || be the shepherder of the project, the
application that we will submt to Geen Acres, to
the National Park Service, and so a |ot of what the
National Park Service requires in terns of
application information is very nmuch simlar to or
identical to what Green Acres requires under their
di versi on process.

So to answer M. Tittle's
requirement, there's a prohibition -- as |
understand it, there isn't a prohibition. It's
cal l ed conversion versus a diversion, and under the
Green Acres rules we'll be conpensating for the use
of the Green Acres encunbranced | and, and al so the

| and and wat er conservation fund will require that
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the state do that. Their requirenment is one-to-one.
W already stated we are going to go four to one
plus the lease, so | hope that goes to answer your
question that you had.

MS. YEANY: Thanks. | think we have
a coupl e of other nenbers of the public present.

Does anybody el se wish to testify?
Maybe | shoul d have asked that question before we
took a break then. | think it was hel pful to get

some of that additional information on the record.

Ckay. | think what we are going to
do, | don't think we tied an end tinme for the
hearing. | think we are going to close the record.

| think I will stick around until at |east 6:00 and
| think we'll have other staff available until 6:00,
and we'll see if anybody el se has anything they want

to add to the record or shows up today and then

we'll close the record once agai n.
As | mentioned, we'll be accepting
witten corments for at |east two nore weeks. |If

somet hi ng occurs to you after that two-week period,
pl ease feel free to contact us and |l et us know what
your concerns are. You should check our information
page on our website to see what additiona

i nformati on we place there, and we thank you for

64

NJ DEP hearing 9-7-2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

testifying today. Yes?

MS. LEWS: | have a question. |
don't want to testify.

MS. YEANY: Do you want it captured
on the record.

M5. LEWS: Sure.

MS. YEANY: Cone to the m ke and
i ntroduce yoursel f.

MS. LEWS: Yes. PamlLewis from
Wat chung, New Jersey. | was at the Mntague hearing
and | did enter testinony.

MS. YEANY: Having traveled to
Mont ague, | appreciate you traveling down here.
It's about the furthest corner of New Jersey you can
get to.

MS. LEWS: Yes. |'ve been going
both ways. It's worth it. |'mso upset about this
whol e situation, and | wanted to hope and pray that
there's going to be the right course of action. |
cane to ask about Lake Lookover, and Lake Lookover,
according to this article in the North Jersey
dot-com website said, "Heavy rain forced nud into
pristine lake," so there is a whole issue going on
up there, and it says that the DEP canme down and

that this | ake has been -- all the silt cane into
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the lake and nuddied it up since March, okay? W
heard that fromthe Vernon environnental
comm ssioners that came last -- to the Mntague
hearing, that they had pictures of devastation that
has happened there with nud slides fromthe | ast
rains, and also with oily filmall over the, sone of
the streans where they had put tel ephone poles, they
said had creosote, and so now | understand that not
only is Lake Lookover nuddy, it's gone since
Hurricane Irene, and that the nud has now -- that's
not in this article, but it was told to ne by
soneone who saw it, that it has contam nated four
ot her ponds, okay? So | would like to know what you
know about that, Judeth, and what the DEP is doing
and what is the responsibility?

I nean, this is the beginning, this
is the beginning introduction of this conpany to our
state. This is pristine area that they took on and
| was told that they have integrity. | was told
that at the last neeting, but I have not seen that
they put the necessary precautions. You know, it
says here, they put in, they put in turbidity
curtains, heavy tarps to trap the sedi nent but they
broke during the recent heavy rainfall, and there

was another thing with silt. Silt barriers, they
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were described as cheese cloth Ilike material held in
pl ace by poles. Wre conpletely denolished.

MS. YEANY: A couple things. |
haven't personally been to the area since the
previ ous hearings, and |I'm going to have to ask
Jerry Creel to describe what's happening on the
ground. | amaware in very general terns that the
departnent, both our enforcenment program and ot her
prograns in the departnment, have been keeping cl ose
tabs on both the previous incident, what was
referred to in the previous hearings as | andslide
activity and then certainly in anticipation of the
hurricane | was inforned that neasures, specific
neasures, were being taken essentially to batten
down the project as best as could be done in the
time that everybody had to try to prevent further
damage, so |I'Il ask Jerry to describe what the
outcone of that was and what his specific
interactions with the departnent have been.

I nmean, | think what you are
referring to as far as the sedinentation is the sane
thing Jeff was referring to, about the brown bears,
it's the sanme issue.

MS. LEWS: That pond is gone now.

MS. YEANY: | don't personally know
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if that's true.

MS. LEWS: Jerry, have you been
there so you can comment ?

MR, CREEL: | haven't been there
since the hurricane.

MR GREDVIG | was there yesterday.

MS. LEWS: Did you see that it was
gone?

MR CREDVIG No, it's there. Wen
you say gone, | don't --

M5. LEWS: It's just filled in with
nmud. The pond has di sappear ed.

MR. GREDVI G  No.

MS. LEWS: And it's gone into the --
the pond water and the sedi nent has contani nat ed
four other ponds that are nearby.

MR CREDVIG As the flow continues
fromBare Fort Waters into Lake Lookover, into Munt
Laurel and Upper Munt Laurel and Upper G eenwood
Lake, as that water flows and as there was sone
siltation in the lake system it was going to trave
along with that flow of water, so there is sone
siltation. W are neeting with those affected
parties, not only with DEP but also with the |ake

associ ations, that are affected in that area, and
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try to find a way to renediate that problem but the
| ake is not gone. | nean, it's still there.

I was there yesterday. There was
heavy rainfall. Lake is still there.

M5. LEWS: What did you do
personal ly on behal f of the conpany to prepare for
Hurricane |rene?

MR CREEL: Well, we did a |ot of
things, and let's just go back before the hurricane
and tal k about that --

M5. LEWS: Ckay.

MR. CREEL: -- and focus specifically
on what we call the Barefoot Waters crossing.

Baref oot Waters is a water body just upstreamof is
it Lake Lookover?

MS. LEWS: Lake Lookover.

MR CREEL: Lake Lookover.
Downstream of Lake Lookover are a couple of other
| akes and ultimately gets to the Upper G eenwood
Lake, so there's several water bodi es downstream of
that. Prior to the tine we had a really significant
ei ght inches of rainfall type rain event. Also
prior to the hurricane, about three weeks ago, |
guess, August the 16th. Prior to that tine, we had

been working on our crossing of the Bare Fort Waters
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wetl and area, and in addition to the environnental
control devices or DCDs as they are called, you
nmentioned turbidity curtains and silt fence and hay
bales and filter cloth and all of those kinds of
t hi ngs.

In addition to what we would nornally
put for that crossing, we had and actually had to go
back and get perm ssion fromagencies to put in
addi ti onal environnental controls, specifically
turbidity curtains, downstream of the work area
where we were crossing Bare Fort Waters. There was
on, and | guess August 16th was the date, 15th,
there was a huge rain that we had that overcone the
environnental controls in that area, and as a
result, the nuddy water or the turbid water, if you
will, that existed at the point of the crossing was
overrun by the anount of water coning through the
wat ershed, and it pushed water, nuddy water, turbid
wat er, cloudy water, however you want to describe
it, discolored, into Lake Lookover, okay? That was
a big rain.

At that point in tine, the siltation
i mpacts were generally limted to Bare Fort Waters
areas and Lake Lookover. In addition to going back

and beefing up the environnental controls that were
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in place beforehand, before the hurricane cane, we
all recogni zed that, you know, we could expect a
really significant rain event and to have potenti al
for the same kind of thing happening after the
hurricane, and so not just at Bare Fort Waters, but
all along the construction area we | ooked at and
| ooked at with frankly the departnments, especially
the land and water inspectors were out wth our
fol ks, and we | ooked at and in fact beefed up a
nunber of areas of controls to prepare for what we
expected to be a big rain event associated with the
hurri cane.

During the hurricane or during the
subsequent rain event, the water that had been
nuddi ed and the Bare Fort Waters water body and Lake
Lookover was essentially swept downstream if you
will, and has gone as far as Upper G eenwood Lake,
so there is sone turbidity now in Upper G eenwood
Lake.

Dan net with the Upper G eenwood Lake
folks last night. They had a directors neeting, and
we di scussed, you know, a nunber of possible
nmtigation strategies. They -- | think the biggest
concern for those folks is the sedinent load in the

| ake and di spl acing water and having a shall ow | ake
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and having that affect their value, and they've
al ready gotten a dredgi ng program underway, and, you
know, one of the options would be for us to
participate in that to the extent that it is
proportional to the amount of silt that we, you
know, could be attributed from our project and we
are taking turbidity nmeasurenents and cal cul ati ng
silt loads and trying to determ ne, you know, how
nmuch i npact that we've had on the water body and to
work with both the DEP and the | ocal stakeholders to
really, you know, come up with a mitigation plan for
that. That's howit's transpired over tine.

MS. LEWS: COkay, well, it sounds
like you are acting with good intentions.

MR. CREEL: W are certainly --

MS. LEWS: On top of it, you are on

MR. CREEL: W are on top of it and
certainly -- we certainly wish it, you know, that
ki nd of event hadn't occurred while we happened to
be maki ng that crossing and while all of that stuff
stirred up, but, you know, the circunstances of the
timng and the big rain event, the hurricane, just
conspired against us to, you know, result in that

kind of inmpact. Certainly not, you know, the kind

72

NJ DEP hearing 9-7-2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

73
of thing you' d expect to see during normal tines.

M5. LEWS: Yeah, well, | know. You
are right. These are not really normal tines.
There's a |l ot of weather-related crazi ness going on
all over our country, and |I think we can expect nore
and we need to be proactive on thinking about how we
can avoid future devastation while you are there. |
woul d hope that you are working really hard on that.

| just wondered, since this |ady
El ai ne Buckman, the chairman of the Lake Lookover
Property Oaners Association, said that this pristine
smal| | ake started to have the sedinment in March,

SO --

MR CREEL: You know, to be fair, |
woul dn't dispute that froma perspective of any and
all. There's a couple of contributing streans to
that water body, and we did have one small source
streamwhere the DCD in that particul ar water body
had fail ed and created, you know, a small amount of
turbidity entering into the |ake, but it was, you
know, it was really a snmall anmobunt. It was there,
so, well, we've had turbidity since March, well,
yeah, a little bit, but the big event was the August
15th rain event that really caused the probl em

M5. LEWS: Wll, as | said in ny
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last tinme before this panel, | really would |ike you
to change directions on this project and scrap it
and find another alternative. But while you are
here, | really hope that you will work real, rea
hard to nmake sure that there's no nore inpact to
where you are currently buil ding.

MR. CREEL: And | understand you are

fromthe Mntague area?

MS. LEWS: No, I'mnot. [|'mfrom
Wat chung. | actually drove an hour and a half to
that neeting.

MR. CREEL: | assumed you were from
the area.

M5. LEWS: | live in a very pristine

WAt chung Reservati on

MR. CREEL: |f you would | ook, we
have sone pictures, actually of Holiday Lake, which
is right there in the Montague area, and if you | ook
at the picture of Holiday Lake currently, after the
hurricane event, it |ooks a |ot worse than Lake
Lookover does, and there's no pipeline construction
activity in the area.

MS. LEWS: As long as long as you
are the caretakers over there, we are going to pin

it on you when things are not right.
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MR. CREEL: Well, that's okay. We'll
take it. We'll take it.

MS. LEWS: Ckay, thank you.

MR CREEL: Yes, Jeff?

MR TITTLE: Since we've had this
probl em at Lake Lookover, has anyone at DEP Division
of Parks and Forestry taken a | ook at Terrace Pond
since it's on the sane area on the other side of the
ridge and it's an area there is no outlet. |If
there's any flow of nud, it does drain into that
area. There's also sone fairly high quality wells
in that area, so that should be an area that the
di vi sion should be looking at. It's Lake Wawayanda.

MS. MAHON: The Division of Parks and
Forestry has been out on inspections. W also have
an hourly enpl oyee who regularly inspects all
different |ocations.

MR. TITTLE: This is not directly
next to the pipeline.

MS. MAHON: Understood. | can follow
up on that for you. Steve Ellis keeps us pretty
i nformed, the regional superintendent there.

MR. TITTLE: Terrace Pond is a very
uni que glacier. It's purple cliffs, but it's sheaf

flow off the cliffs and goes down to the | ake and
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there's no outflow. The area could be silted up

The other point | also wanted to nake
earlier but forgot was the environnmental injustice
i mpacts of going through the upper R ngwood areas
and the inpacts fromthe pipeline in taking the
| ands across fromthe area and the inpact
potentially of any kind of blasting to the toxic
site that's there. There's a lot of problens
through that stretch of pipeline. That's the
perfect environmental injustice. Superfund site,
two gas pipelines, electric power lines with the
pi peline cutting through will have an inpact, and
know Conmm ssioner Martin's very much concerned about
| ooki ng at environnmental inpacts.

When you are al so | ooki ng about
nmitigation other things, you should be looking to
try to help the upper R ngwood community as part of
the mtigation

MS. YEANY: Thanks.

MR. TITTLE: One of the reasons you
don't want the pipeline through steep sl opes.

What ever you can't run off runoffs. 30 percent
sl ope, there's no B&P that works.

V5. YEANY: Come on up.

MR. CEE: Thank you. | had quick
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question, | guess, for Judeth. M chael Cee, Ce-e.
When will those minutes be available to the public?
| think it's a concern | think that the people that
couldn't make it should be able to review this
bef ore Septenber 21st, your cutoff date. Wat is
the del ay?

MS. YEANY: The court reporter was
actual ly affected by power outages related to the
hurricane. | didn't want to get into that if |
didn't have to. W had expected to have the
transcripts by now, and certainly if anybody feels
that they are not available online in tinme to neet
that 21st deadline, you should let us know. As |
said, we are not allowed by statute to get this
approved by anybody until Decenber of this year at
the earliest, and the way the other pernits are
lining up, | don't know how that's going to play
out .

MR CEE: Isn't the cormment period to
the public cut off by the 21st, Septenber 21st?

MS. YEANY: W needed to set a
deadline. W couldn't leave it conpletely
open-ended, and part of that is because we have to
summari ze the comments to the extent we've received

themto |l et the conm ssioner and the chair know what
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has transpired up until now, but certainly any
coments that we receive after that, | nean,
anyt hi ng we have before us before we ever wite this
up and recommend a course of action to the
conmmi ssioner we are going to take into account al
the informati on we have in front of us, so, you
know, we didn't want to set a deadline of Novemnber,
but it's not going to be a strict cutoff of the
21st.

Certainly if things conme up for
review in the transcript you mght want to make us
awar e of , Kevin Kosl osky woul d be the appropriate
poi nt of contact to get your conments in to us.

MR. CEE: Not for nme, but the general
public, when do you think that will be up there on
the site?

MS. YEANY: [|I'mtold we would get it
within the next four or five days.

MR. GREDVIG W hope to have it by
this Friday is what our hope is.

MS. YEANY: | have to |l og a couple of
things to get things posted.

MR CEE: Is that like a pdf file?

MS. YEANY: Yes. W anticipate

nmaking it avail abl e as pdf.
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MR. CEE: Maybe by the weekend?

MS. YEANY: | then have to turn it
over to sonmebody to ask themto post it. | would
guess early next week.

MR CEE: 9, 10, 11, 12, people that
couldn't make it should be able to review this. A
selected few that can't get here at 4:00 fromthe
other part of the state, for instance, would like to
see.

MS. YEANY: W struggle with the
timng of the hearings. W try to have them at
ni ght so the people that work can attend. W tend
to schedul e the Trenton hearings during the day
because the people who tend to conment at the
Trenton hearings are the non-profits and the people
who do this work during the day. So we try to make
it so that people can attend one or the other.

But anyway, going back to the point
about the transcript, we are trying to get them out
there as quickly as possible, but if anyone feels
they need nore tinme to comment, they should let us
Know.

MR. CEE: Can you put that on the
websi t e?

MS. YEANY: Sure.
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MR. CEE: That would be great because
of the delay in getting the transcripts. That would
be great. Thank you for your tinmne.

MS. YEANY: Thanks. Unl ess anybody
el se wants to testify, | guess | will officially
close the record this tinme and | believe it's about
6: 08 that we are going off the record. Thanks.

(Wher eupon the proceedi ngs were

concluded at 6:08 p.m)
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